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Presidential  Documents 

Title  3— THE  PRESIDENT 

\  ...  -  - 

Executive  Order  1 1 080 

INSPECTION  OF  INCOME,  EXCESS-PROFITS,  ESTATE,  AND  GIFT  TAX 
RETURNS  BY  THE  SENATE  COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  RELATIONS  _ 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  section  55(a)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1939,  as  amended  (53  Stat.  29,  54  Stat.  1008 ; 
26  U.S.C.  (1952  Ed.)  55(a)),  and  by  section  6103(a)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  (68A  Stat.  753:  26  U.S.C.  6103(a) ),  it  is  hereby 
ordered  that  any  income,  excess-profits,  estate,  or  gift  tax  return  for 
the  years  1950  to  1962,  inclusive,  shall,  during  the  period  ending  on 
June  30,  1963,  be  open  to  inspection  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Relations  or  any  duly  authorized  subcommittee  thereof,  in 
connection  with  its  study,  pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  362,  87th 
Congress,  agreed  to  July  12,  1962,  of  all  nondiplomatic  activities  of 
representatives  of  foreign  governments,  and  their  contractors  and 
agents,  in  promoting  the  interests  of  those  governments,  and  the 
extent  to  which  such  representatives  attempt  to  influence  the  policies 
of  the  United  States  and  affect  the  national  interest.  Such  inspection 
shall  be  in  accordance  and  upon  compliance  with  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  Treasury  Decisions 
6132  and  6133,  relating  to  the  inspection  of  returns  by  committees  of 
the  Congress,  approved  by  the  President  on  May  3, 1955. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  upon  its  filing  for  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

John  F.  Kennedy 

The  White  House, 

January  29, 1963. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1126 ;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963 ;  10 :14  a.m.] 
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Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  20 — RETENTION  PREFERENCE 
REGULATIONS  FOR  USE  IN  REDUC¬ 
TION  IN  FORCE 

PART  22 — ADVERSE  ACTIONS  AND 
APPEALS  TO  THE  COMMISSION 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

1.  Paragraph  (e)  of  §  20.201  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  the  addition  of  subparagraph  (3), 
and  paragraph  (b)  of  S  20.303  is  amend¬ 
ed  as  set  out  below. 

§  20.201  Determining  retention  stand* 
ing. 

*  *  +  *  * 

(c)  Competitive  level.  *  *  • 

(3)  Sex  may  not  be  a  basis  for  assign¬ 
ing  positions  to  competitive  levels,  ex¬ 
cept  in  those  positions  for  which  restric¬ 
tion  of  certification  of  eligibles  by  sex 
is  found  Justified  by  the  Commission. 

§  20.303  Actions. 

*  *  *  *  • 

(b)  Qualifications  for  assignment. 
Except  as  provided  by  paragraph  (c)  of 
this  section,  to  be  considered  qualified 
for  the  purposes  of  this  section,  an  em¬ 
ployee  must  meet  the  Commission’s 
standards  and  requirements  for  the  po¬ 
sition  in  question,  including  any  mini¬ 
mum  educational  requirements;  must  be 
physically  qualified  for  the  duties  of  the 
position,  and  must  meet  any  special 
qualifying  conditions  which  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  approved  for  the  position. 
In  addition,  the  employee  must  have  the 
capacity,  adaptability,  and  any  special 
skills  required  for  satisfactory  perform¬ 
ance  of  the  duties  and  responsibilities 
of  the  position  without  undue  interrup¬ 
tion  to  the  activity;  however,  the  sex 
of  an  employee  shall  not  be  a  factor  in 
determining  the  employee’s  qualifica¬ 
tions  for  a  position  unless  the  position 
is  one  for  which  restriction  of  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eligibles  by  sex  is  found  justified 
by  the  Commission. 

(Secs.  11,  19,  58  Stat.  390,  391,  as  amended; 
5  U.S.C.  860, 863) 

2.  Paragraph  (c)  of  5  22.104  is  amend¬ 
ed  as  set  out  below. 

§  22.104  General  standards. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(c)  Adverse  action  against  an  em¬ 
ployee  covered  by  this  part  may  not  be 
based  on  discrimination  because  of  sex, 
marital  status,  physical  handicap,  race, 
creed,  color,  or  national  origin. 


(R.S.  1753,  5  U.S.C.  631;  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403, 
as  amended,  5  U.S.C.  633;  secs.  11,  19,  58 
Stat.  390,  391,  as  amended,  5  U.S.C.  860,  868; 
sec.  14,  E.O.  10988,  Jan.  17,  1962) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FH.  Doc.  63-1014;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 
8:45  a.m.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 
(Agricultural  Adjustment),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS 

PART  724— TOBACCO 

Subpart — Announcement  and  Appor¬ 
tionment  of  the  National  Marketing 
Quota  for  Burley  Tobacco  for  the 
1963-64  Marketing  Year 

§  724.5  Basis  and  purpose. 

(a)  §§  724.5  and  724.6  are  issued  (1)  to 
establish  the  reserve  supply  level  and  the 
total  supply  of  burley  tobacco  for  the 
marketing  year  beginning  October  1, 
1962;  (2)  to  announce  the  amount  of  the 
national  marketing  quota  for  burley  to¬ 
bacco  for  the  marketing  year  beginning 
October  1, 1963;  and  (3)  to  apportion  the 
national  marketing  quota  for  burley  to¬ 
bacco  for  the  1963-64  marketing  year 
among  the  several  States.  The  findings 
and  determinations  contained  in  §  724.6 
have  been  made  on  the  basis  of  the  latest 
available  statistics  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  after  due  consideration  of 
data,  views,  and  recommendations  re¬ 
ceived  from  burley  tobacco  producers 
and  others  as  provided  in  a  notice  (27 
F.R.  10050)  given  in  accordance  with  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
1003). 

(b)  Since  burley  tobacco  farmers  are 
now  making  preparations  for  1963  pro¬ 
duction  of  burley  tobacco  and  need  to 
know,  at  the  earliest  possible  date,  the 
1963  burley  tobacco  allotments  for  their 
farms,  it  is  hereby  found  that  compliance 
with  the  30-day  effective  date  provision 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  is 
impractical  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest.  Therefore,  the  announcement 
and  apportionment  of  the  national  mar¬ 
keting  quota  for  burley  tobacco  for  the 
1963-64  marketing  year  contained  herein 
shall  become  effective  upon  the  date  of 
filing  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 


§  724.6  Findings  and  determinations 
with  respect  to  the  national  market¬ 
ing  quota  for  burley  tobacco  for  the 
marketing  year  beginning  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1963. 

(a)  Reserve  supply  level.1  The  re¬ 
serve  supply  level  for  burley  tobacco  is 

1.671.3  million  pounds,  calculated,  as 
provided  in  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1281 
et  seq.),  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
Act,  from  a  normal  year’s  domestic  con¬ 
sumption  of  550.0  million  pounds  and  a 
normal  year’s  exports  of  48.0  million 
pounds. 

(b)  Total  supply.1  The  total  supply 
of  burley  tobacco  for  the  marketing  year 
beginning  October  1,  1962,  is  1,779.0  mil¬ 
lion  pounds,  consisting  of  carryover  of 

1.137.4  million  pounds  and  estimated 
1962  production  of  641.6  million  pounds. 

(c)  Carryover.1  The  estimated  carry¬ 
over  of  burley  tobacco  at  the  beginning 
of  the  marketing  year  for  such  tobacco 
beginning  October  1,  1963  is  1,171.8  mil¬ 
lion  pounds  calculated  by  subtracting 
the  estimated  disappearance  for  the 
marketing  year  beginning  October  1, 
1962  of  607.2  million  pounds  from  the 
total  supply  of  such  tobacco. 

(d)  National  marketing  quota.1  The 
amount  of  burley  tobacco  which  will 
make  available  during  the  marketing 
year  beginning  October  1,  1963  a  supply 
of  burley  tobacco  equal  to  the  reserve 
supply  level  of  such  tobacco  is  499.5  mil¬ 
lion  pounds  and  a  national  marketing 
quota  of  such  amount  is  hereby  an¬ 
nounced.  It  is  determined,  however, 
that  a  national  marketing  quota  in  the 
amount  of  499.5  million  pounds  would 
result  in  undue  restriction  of  marketings 
during  the  1963-64  marketing  year  and 
such  amount  is  hereby  increased  by  20 
percent.  Therefore,  the  amount  of  the 
national  marketing  quota  for  burley 
tobacco  in  terms  of  the  total  quantity  of 
such  tobacco  which  may  be  marketed 
during  the  marketing  year  beginning 
October  1,  1963  is  599.4  million  pounds. 

(e)  Apportionment  of  the  quota.  The 
national  marketing  quota  is  hereby  ap¬ 
portioned  among  the  several  States  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  313(a)  of  the  Act  and 
converted  into  State  acreage  allotments 
in  accordance  with  section  313(g)  of  the 
Act  as  follows: 

Acreage 

State :  allotment 

Alabama _  32. 20 

Arkansas _  55.  72 

Georgia -  91.65 

Illinois _  3. 84 

Indiana _  8,  672. 78 

Kansas _  100. 20 

Kentucky  _  226,080.93 

Missouri  _  3,501.33 


1  Rounded  to  the  nearest  tenth  of  a  mil¬ 
lion  pounds. 
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Acreage 

State:  allotment 

North  Carolina -  11,490.80 

Ohio .  11,103.82 

Pennsylvania _  2.25 

South  Carolina -  5. 03 

Tennessee _  71,  236. 97 

Texas _  0. 24 

Virginia _  12,441.44 

West  Virginia .  3, 199  .47 

Reserve  * _  872. 24 


2  Acreage  reserved  for  establishing  allot¬ 
ments  for  new  farms. 

(Sees.  301,  312,  313,  375,  52  Stat.  38,  as 
amended;  46,  as  amended;  47,  as  amended; 
66,  as  amended;  7  UfJ.C.  1301,  1312,  1313, 
1375) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  filing  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  25, 1963. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-1036;  Piled,  Jan.  30,  1963; 
8:47  a.m.] 


Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 

Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 

Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables,  Tree 

Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Amdt.  1] 

PART  970 — CARROTS  GROWN  IN 
SOUTH  TEXAS 

Handling  of  Culls 

Notice  of  rule  making  with  respect  to 
a  proposed  amendment  to  the  rules  and 
regulations  effective  under  Marketing 
Agreement  No.  142  and  Order  No.  970  (7 
CFR  Part  970)  was  published  in  the 
December  19,  1962,  Federal  Register  (27 
Fit.  12583).  This  program  regulates 
the  handling  of  carrots  grown  in  desig¬ 
nated  counties  in  South  Texas  and  is 
effective  under  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601-674) . 

The  notice  afforded  interested  persons 
an  opportunity  to  file  data,  views,  or 
arguments  pertaining  thereto  within 
fifteen  days  after  publication.  None 
was  filed. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters,  including  the  proposal  set 
forth  in  the  aforesaid  notice  which  was 
recommended  by  the  South  Texas  Carrot 
Committee,  established  pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  new  section  (§  970.126)  is  added 
to  the  rules  and  regulations  immediately 
after  present  §  970.125. 

§  970.126  Handling  of  culls. 

(a)  The  handling  of  culls,  i.e.,  carrots 
which  fail  to  meet  the  grade,  size  and 
quality  requirements  established  under 
§  970.52(b),  is  prohibited,  unless  such 
carrots  are; 

(1)  Mechanically  mutilated  at  the 
packing  shed  rendering  them  unsuitable 
for  fresh  market; 

(2)  Handled  for  special  purpose  out¬ 
lets  approved  under  §  970.53;  or 

(3)  Handled  for  canning  or  freezing. 

(b)  As  a  safeguard  against  culls  enter¬ 
ing  fresh  market  channels  each  handler 


of  culls  under  subparagraphs  (2)  or  (3) 
of  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  shall 
apply  for  and  obtain  a  certificate  from 
the  Committee  which  shall  require  the 
handler  to  furnish  such  reports  or  other 
information  as  the  Committee  may 
request. 

Findings.  It  is  hereby  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  section  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  1003)  in  that  (1)  shipments  of 
1962-63  crop  carrots  grown  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  have  begun,  (2)  to  maxi¬ 
mize  benefits  to  growers,  this  amend¬ 
ment  should  apply  to  as  many  shipments 
of  carrots  as  possible  during  the  1962-63 
season,  (3)  special  preparation  on  the 
part  of  handlers  has  been  taking  place 
since  the  Committee’s  recommendation 
December  5,  1962,  and  the  period  inter¬ 
vening  has  provided  sufficient  time  for 
such  preparation,  and  (4)  notice  has 
been  given  of  the  proposed  amendment 
set  forth  in  this  section  through  pub¬ 
licity  in  the  production  area  and  by 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
December  19,  1962  (27  F.R.  12583). 

(Secs,  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7 
U.S.C.  601-674) 

Effective  date:  Dated  January  28, 1963, 
to  become  effective  February  11,  1963. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[PR.  Doc.  63-1075;  Piled,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:51  a.m.] 


PART  971— LETTUCE  GROWN  IN 

LOWER  RIO  GRANDE  VALLEY  IN 

SOUTH  TEXAS 

Approval  of  Expenses  and  Rate  of 
Assessment 

Notice  of  rule  making  regarding  the 
proposed  expenses  and  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment,  to  be  effective  under  Marketing 
Agreement  No.  144  and  Order  No.  971  (7 
CFR  Part  971)  regulating  the  handling 
of  lettuce  grown  in  the  Lower  Rio  Grande 
Valley  in  South  Texas,  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  January  3,  1963 
(28  F.R.  74).  This  regulatory  program 
is  effective  under  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amend¬ 
ed  7  U.S.C.  601-674) .  The  notice  afford¬ 
ed  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to 
submit  data,  views  or  arguments  per¬ 
taining  thereto  not  later  than  10  days 
following  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register.  None  was  filed. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters,  including  the  proposal  set  forth 
in  the  aforesaid  notice  which  was  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  South  Texas  Lettuce 
Committee,  established  pursuant  to  said 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  it  is 
hereby  found  and  determined  that: 

§  971.203  Expenses  and  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment. 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  incurred  by  the  South  Texas 
Lettuce  Committee,  established  pursuant 
to  Marketing  Agreement  No.  144,  and 


this  part,  for  its  maintenance  and  func¬ 
tioning  during  the  fiscal  period  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1962,  through  October  31,  1963, 
will  amount  to  $16,025.00. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  handler  pursuant  to  Marketing 
Agreement  No.  144  and  this  part  shall 
be  2%  cents  ($0.0275)  per  carton  of 
lettuce  handled  by  him  as  the  first 
handler  thereof  during  said  fiscal  period. 

(c)  Terms  used  in  this  section  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  when  used 
in  the  said  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 

It  is  hereby  found  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
date  of  this  section  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  1003)  in  that:  (1)  the  relevant 
provisions  of  said  marketing  agreement 
and  this  part  require  that  rates  of 
assessment  fixed  for  a  particular  fiscal 
period  shall  be  applicable  to  all  assess¬ 
able  lettuce  from  the  beginning  of  such 
period,  and  (2)  the  current  fiscal  period 
began  on  November  1, 1962,  and  the  rate 
of  assessment  herein  fixed  will  auto¬ 
matically  apply  to  all  assessable  lettuce 
beginning  with  such  date. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended,  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  January  25, 1963. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1035;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:47  am.] 


[980.101  Onions,  Amdt.  2] 

PART  980— VEGETABLES;  IMPORT 
REGULATIONS 

Onions 

Findings,  (a)  Notice  of  rule  making 
regarding  proposed  restrictions  on  the 
importation  of  onions  into  the  United 
States  to  be  made  effective  under  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674; 
P.L.  87-128) ,  was  published  in  the  Jan¬ 
uary  18,  1963,  Federal  Register  (28  FJt. 
491).  The  notice  afforded  interested 
persons  an  opportunity  to  file  data,  views, 
or  arguments  in  regard  thereto  not  later 
than  5  days  after  publication.  No  ex¬ 
ceptions  were  filed.  After  consideration 
of  all  relevant  matters  presented,  in¬ 
cluding  the  proposal  set  forth  in  the 
aforesaid  notice,  and  other  available 
information,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
proposal  as  published  in  the  notice 
should  be  issued  and  that  such  restric¬ 
tions  on  the  importation  of  onions,  as 
hereinafter  provided,  comply  with  the 
grade,  size,  and  quality  requirements 
applicable  to  onions  produced  in  the 
United  States,  and  effective  under  Mar¬ 
keting  Order  No.  959  (7  CFR  Part  959) 
regulating  the  handling  of  onions  grown 
in  designated  counties  of  South  Texas. 
This  regulation  is  subject  to  amendment 
with  adequate  notice  as  domestic  regu¬ 
lations  are  changed. 
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(b)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that 
good  cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the 
effective  date  of  this  regulation  beyond 
the  time  specified  (5  U.S.C.  1003)  in  that 
(1)  the  requirements  established  by  this 
regulation  are  mandatory  under  section 
8e  of  the  act;  (2)  all  known  onion  im¬ 
porters  were  notified  of  the  proposed 
regulation;  and  (3)  notice  hereof  was 
published  in  the  January  18,  1963  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (28  F.R.  491),  and  such 
notice  is  determined  to  be  reasonable. 
The  amendment  is  as  follows: 

Effective  as  of  the  dates  and  for  the 
periods  for  the  respective  varieties,  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth,  §  980.101  Onion  import 
regulation  (27  F.R.  7953,  10320)  is 
amended  by  revising  the  introductory 
paragraph  and  paragraphs  (a)  and  (h) 
as  set  forth  below. 

§  980.101  Onion  import  regulation. 

During  the  period  beginning  February 
4,  1963,  for  white  onions,  and  March  18, 
1963,  for  all  other  varieties,  except  red 
onions,  and  continuing  through  June  30, 
1963,  no  person  may  import  dry  onions 
unless  such  onions  are  inspected  and 
meet  the  requirements  of  this  section. 

(a)  Minimum  grade  and  size  require¬ 
ments — (1)  Grade.  Not  to  exceed  20 
percent  defects  of  U.S.  No.  1  grade.  In 
percentage  grade  lots,  tolerances  for 
serious  damage  shall  not  exceed  10  per¬ 
cent  including  not  more  than  2  percent 
decay.  Double  the  lot  tolerance  shall  be 
permitted  in  individual  packages  in  per¬ 
centage  grade  lots.  Application  of  tol¬ 
erances  in  U.S.  Grade  Standards  shall 
apply  to  in-grade  lots. 

(2)  Size.  White  onions — 1  inch  mini¬ 
mum  diameter;  all  other  (except  red) 
varieties — 1%  inches  minimum  diameter. 
•  •  •  •  • 

(h)  Definitions.  For  the  purpose  of 
this  section,  “Onions”  means  all  varieties 
of  Allium  cepa  marketed  dry,  except 
dehydrated,  canned  and  frozen  onions, 
onion  sets,  green  onions,  and  pickling 
onions.  Onions  commonly  referred  to 
as  “braided,”  that  is,  with  tops,  may  be 
imported  if  they  meet  the  grade  and  size 
requirements  except  for  top  length.  The 
term  “U.S.  No.  1”  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  set  forth  in  the  United  States 
Standards  for  Bermuda-Granex-Grano 
Type  Onions  (§S  51.3195-51.3209  of  this 
title) ,  or  in  the  United  States  Standards 
for  Grades  of  Onions  (§§  51.2830-51.2850 
of  this  title) ,  whichever  is  applicable  to 
a  particular  variety.  Tolerances  for  size 
shall  be  those  in  the  United  States 
Standards.  Onions  meeting  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Canada  No.  1  grade  shall 
be  deemed  to  comply  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  U.S.  No.  1  grade.  “Importa¬ 
tion”  means  release  from  custody  of  the 
United  States  Bureau  of  Customs. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  St&t.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-874) 

Dated:  January  28, 1963. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

(FA.  Doc.  63-1076;  Filed,  Jan.  SO,  1963; 

8:51  an.] 


Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  E— AIRSPACE  [NEW] 
[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-CD-43] 

PART  71*— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airways  ' 

On  July  21,  1962,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (27  F.R.  6941)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposed  to 
extend  low  altitude  VOR  Federal  airway 
No.  82  from  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  via 
Brainerd,  Minn.,  Bemidji,  Minn.,  to 
Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.;  and  to  extend  low 
altitude  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  55  from 
Eau  Claire,  Wis.,  via  Grantsburg,  Wis., 
to  Brainerd,  Minn. 

Subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  the 
notice.  Parts  600  and  601  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Administrator  have  been 
consolidated  and  recodified  into  a  new 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  which  became  effective  Decem¬ 
ber  12,  1962  (27  F It.  10352,  27  F.R. 
220-2).  The  airspace  actions  taken 
herein  reflect  the  new  format  and  num¬ 
bering  system  adopted  for  these  parts. 

The  Air  Transport  Association  of 
America  concurred  in  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tions.  However,  they  recommended  the 
designation  of  a  north  alternate  to 
Victor  82  from  Bemidji  via  Thief  River 
Falls,  Minn.,  to  Grand  Forks;  and  other 
airways  in  this  area.  These  recom¬ 
mendations  would  result  in  substantial 
changes  to  those  proposed  in  the  Notice 
and  they  will  be  reviewed  as  separate 
airspace  proposals.  The  Department  of 
Aeronautics  of  Minnesota  concurred  in 
the  proposed  airspace  actions  and  also 
recommended  the  designation  of  a  north 
alternate  to  Victor  82  from  Bemidji  to 
Grand  Forks  via  Thief  River  Falls.  As 
stated  above,  this  recommendation  will 
be  reviewed  as  a  separate  proposal.  No 
other  comments  were  received. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (27  F.R.  12582) 
and  for  the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice, 
the  following  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  section  71.123  (27  F.R.  220-6, 
November  10,  1962)  V-82  “From  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,  via”  is  deleted  and  “From 
Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.,  via  Bemidji, 
Minn.;  Brainerd,  Minn.;  Minneapolis, 
Minn.;”  is  substituted  therefor. 

2.  In  section  71.123  (27  FJR.  220-6,  No¬ 
vember  10,  1962)  V-55  “to  Eau  Claire.” 
is  deleted  and  “Eau  Claire;  Grantsburg, 
Wis.;  to  Brainered,  Minn.”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001,  ejs.t.,  April  4, 1963. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  UJS.C.  1348) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  25, 1963. 

Clifford  P.  Burton, 
Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[FJR.  Doc.  63-1015;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-SW-2] 

PART  71  — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airways 

On  May  2,  1962,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (27  F.R.  4200)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposed  to 
redesignate  the  east  alternate  of  VOR 
Federal  airway  No.  13  from  Houston, 
Tex.,  to  Lufkin,  Tex.,  via  a  VOR  to  be 
installed  near  Daisetta,  Tex.;  to  redes¬ 
ignate  the  north  alternate  of  VOR  Fed¬ 
eral  airway  No.  20  from  Houston  to 
Beaumont,  Tex.,  via  the  Houston  045° 
and  the  Beaumont  273°  radials  and 
from  Beaumont  to  Lake  Charles,  La., 
via  the  Beaumont  058*  and  the  Lake 
Charles  272°  radials;  and  to  redesignate 
the  north  alternate  of  VOR  Federal  air¬ 
way  No.  222  between  Houston  and  Lake 
Charles  via  the  new  VOR. 

Subsequent  to  the  publication  of  the 
notice.  Parts  600  and  601  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Administrator  have  been 
consolidated  and  recodified  into  a  new 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  which  became  effective  December 
12, 1962  (27  F.R.  10352,  220-2).  The  air¬ 
space  actions  taken  herein  reflect  the 
new  format  and  numbering  system 
adopted  for  these  parts. 

No  adverse  comments  were  received  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  amendments. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  In  the 
making  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R. 
12582)  and  for  the  reasons  stated  in  the 
notice,  the  following  actions  are  taken: 

Section  71.123  (27  F.R.  220-6,  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1962)  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  V-13  “INT  of  Houston  044°  and 
Lufkin  177°  radials”  is  deleted  and 
“Daisetta,  Tex.,”  is  substituted  therefor. 

2.  V-20  “Houston  044*”  and  “Lake 
Charles  273°”  is  deleted  and  “Houston 
045°”  and  “Lake  Charles  272*”  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor. 

3.  V-222  “INT  of  Houston  044°  and 
Lake  Charles  273°  radials;”  is  deleted 
and  “Daisetta,  Tex.;”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  e.s.t.  April  4, 1963. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  25, 1963. 

Clifford  P.  Burton, 
Chief,  Air  space, Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1016;  Filed,  Jan.  30.  1963; 

8:45  a.m.] 
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[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-WE-9] 

PART  71  — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airway 

On  July  18,  1962,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (27  FJl.  6793)  stating  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  (FAA)  was 
considering  the  extension  of  low  altitude 
VOR  Federal  airway  No.  448  and  its  as¬ 
sociated  control  areas  from  Ephrata, 
Wash.,  to  Yakima,  Wash.  The  notice 
stated  that  a  portion  of  the  proposed  air¬ 
way  would  lie  within  Rr-6714  and  would 
be  utilized  only  after  prior  approval  from 
appropriate  authority. 

The  Department  of  the  Army  did  not 
concur  in  the  proposed  action.  They 
contended  that  extensive  use  of  prox¬ 
imity  fuzes  on  artillery  projectiles  during 
firing  exercises  conducted  within  R-6714 
would  present  an  extreme  hazard  to  air¬ 
craft  flying  the  proposed  route  which 
might  inadvertently  penetrate  the  area 
because  of  improper  clearances,  radio 
failure,  or  lack  of  knowledge  of  closing 
and  clearing  procedures.  Further,  they 
stated  that  the  appearance  of  an  airway 
through  this  restricted  area  on  aeronau¬ 
tical  charts  would  be  subject  to  danger¬ 
ous  interpretation  by  general  aviation. 

The  FAA  agrees  that  violation  of  a  re¬ 
stricted  area  promulgated  for  safety  or 
any  other  regulation  by  any  pilot  could 
expose  that  pilot  to  a  hazard.  However, 
the  concept  of  joint  use  of  restricted  air¬ 
space  wherein  the  area  is  returned  to 
public  use  when  it  is  not  needed  for  the 
activity  for  which  it  was  established  has 
been  endorsed  by  all  segments  of  aviation 
and  has  been  in  effect  for  some  time. 
The  designation  of  an  airway  through  a 
restricted  area  is  not  unique.  It  is  not 
considered  that  such  an  action  in  itself 
would  lead  pilots  into  inadvertent  pene¬ 
trations  of  the  restricted  area. 

The  Air  Transport  Association  of 
America  concurred  in  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  and  no  other  comments  were 
received. 

Subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  the  No¬ 
tice,  Parts  600  and  601  of  the  regulations 
of  the  Administrator  have  been  consoli¬ 
dated  and  recodified  into  a  new  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
which  became  effective  December  12, 
1962  (27  FJl.  10352,  220-2).  The  air¬ 
space  actions  taken  herein  reflect  the 
new  format  and  numbering  system 
adopted  for  these  parts. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  rule  herein  adopted,  and  due 
consideration  has  been  given  to  all  rele¬ 
vant  matter  presented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  having  been  published,  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  12582) 
and  for  the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice, 
the  following  action  is  taken: 

In  section  71.123  (27  FJl.  220-6,  No¬ 
vember  10,  1962)  V—448  “From  Ephrata, 
Wash.,  via”  is  deleted  and  “From  Yakima, 


Wash.,  via  Ephrata,  Wash.;”  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor.  At  the  end  of  the  air¬ 
way  description,  “The  airspace  within 
R-6714  shall  be  used  only  after  obtaining 
prior  approval  from  the  appropriate  au¬ 
thority.”  is  added. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
0001,  e.s.t.,  April  4, 1963. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  25,  1963. 

Clifford  P.  Burton, 
Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1017;  Filed,  Jan.  30,*  1963; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[  Airspace  Docket  No.  63-CE-5  ] 

part  71  — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
§  71.171  INewl  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  to  alter  the  Mount 
Clemens,  Mich.,  control  zone. 

The  Mount  Clemens  control  zone  is 
presently  designated,  in  part,  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  Selfridge  AFB  radio  range. 
The  Department  of  the  Air  Force  has  re¬ 
ceived  the  concurrence  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  for  the  conversion  of 
this  facility  to  a  nondirectional  radio 
beacon  on  or  about  March  7. 1963.  With 
this  conversion  the  control  zone  exten¬ 
sion  based  on  the  radio  range  will  no 
longer  be  required  for  air  traffic  control 
purposes.  Therefore,  action  is  taken 
herein  to  revoke  the  control  zone  exten¬ 
sion  based  on  the  north  course  of  the 
Selfridge  AFB  radio  range.  Further  re¬ 
view  of  the  controlled  airspace  require¬ 
ments  in  this  area  will  be  accomplished 
at  a  later  date  under  the  CAR  Amend¬ 
ments  60-21/60-29  implementation  pro¬ 
gram. 

Since  the  change  effected  by  this 
amendment  is  less  restrictive  in  nature 
than  present  requirements,  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are  unneces¬ 
sary.  However,  since  it  is  necessary  that 
sufficient  time  be  allowed  to  permit 
appropriate  changes  to  be  made  on  aero¬ 
nautical  charts,  this  amendment  shall 
become  effective  more  than  30  days  after 
publication. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  FJl.  12582) , 
the  following  action  is  taken: 

In  §  71.171  (27  FJl.  220-91,  November 
10,  1962),  the  Mount  Clemens,  Mich., 
control  zone  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

Mount  Clemens,  Mich. 

Within  a  7-mile  radius  of  Selfridge 
AFB,  Mount  Clemens,  Mich,  (latitude 
42°36'50"  N.,  longitude  82°50'05"  W.). 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
0001,  e.s.t.,  March  7, 1963. 

(Sec.  307(a) .  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  25, 1963. 

Clifford  P.  Burton, 
Chief,  Airsp<ice  Utilization  Division. 

[FJR.  Doc.  63-1018;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 
8:45  a.m.] 

Title  16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  0-300] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Albert  R.  Chapman  Doing  Business  as 
Midland  Institute 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.15  Business  status,  ad¬ 
vantages,  or  connections;  §  13.15-30  Con¬ 
nections  or  arrangements  uhth  others; 
§  13.15-195  Nature;  §  13.60  Earnings  and 
profits;  §  13.65  Fictitious  affidavits; 
§  13.115  Jobs  and  employment  service; 
§  13.143  Opportunities. 


In  the  Matter  of  Albert  R.  Chapman, 

an  Individual,  Trading  and  Doing 

Business  as  Midland  Institute 

Consent  order  requiring  a  Dallas,  Tex., 
seller  of  a  correspondence  course  in¬ 
tended  to  prepare  students  for  positions 
with  railroad  companies,  to*  cease  such 
false  advertising  as  deceptive  offers  of 
employment  in  the  “Help  Wanted”  and 
other  columns  of  newspapers  and  by 
mail,  along  with  false  claims  of  high 
earnings  and  job  guarantee  and  seller’s 
affiliation  with  a  railroad  company, 
among  other  misrepresentations,  as  in 
the  order  below  indicated. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Albert 
R.  Chapman,  an  individual,  trading  and 
doing  business  as  Midland  Institute,  or 
under  any  other  name  or  names,  and 
respondent’s  representatives,  agents  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  courses  of  study,  training 
and  instruction  in  commerce,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from  representing,  directly  or  by 
implication,  that: 

1.  Employment  is  being  offered  when, 
in  fact,  the  purpose  is  to  obtain  pur¬ 
chasers  of  such  courses  of  study,  train¬ 
ing  and  instruction; 

2.  Persons  completing  respondent’s 
course  of  study  and  instruction  are  quali¬ 
fied  for  positions  of  employment  with 
starting  salaries  $382  to  $450  per  month; 


(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
15  U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Al¬ 
bert  R.  Chapman  doing  business  as  Midland 
Institute,  Dallas,  Tex.,  Docket  C-300,  Jan. 
11,  1963] 
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or  otherwise  misrepresenting  the  earn¬ 
ings  which  such  persons  may  expect  to 
achieve; 

3.  Positions  of  employment  as  railroad 
station  agent,  telegraph  or  teletype  op¬ 
erator  or  clerk  are  open  to  persons  com¬ 
pleting  said  course  of  study  and  instruc¬ 
tion  without  further  training  or  experi¬ 
ence,  or  otherwise  misrepresenting  the 
opportunities  for  employment  by  persons 
completing  said  course; 

4.  Respondent  is  a  railroad  company 
or  is  affiliated  with  a  railroad  company; 

5.  Railroad  station  agents,  telegraph 
or  teletype  operators  and  clerks  are  in 
great  demand  or  otherwise  misrepre¬ 
senting  the  demand  for  persons  to  fill 
such  positions  of  employment; 

6.  Respondent’s  course  of  study  and 
instruction  will  not  interfere  with  the 
present  employment  of  persons  enrolling 
for  such  course; 

7.  Persons  completing  respondent’s 
course  of  study  and  instruction  are  able 
to  obtain  immediate,  permanent  or 
steady  employment,  or  high  income; 

8.  The  respondent  will  provide  ways 
and  means  by  or  through  which  the  pur¬ 
chase  price  of  the  respondent’s  course  of 
instruction  may  be  paid  for  or  assumed 
by  persons  other  than  the  enrollee;  or 
that  part-time  employment  would  be 
made  available  by  or  through  the  re¬ 
spondent  so  as  to  provide  the  student 
with  the  finances  to  make  the  payment 
of  such  purchase  price; 

9.  Respondent  operates  a  placement 
service  by  or  through  which  he  custom¬ 
arily  finds  employment  with  railroads 
for  graduates  of  said  course  of  study,  in¬ 
struction  and  training,  or  otherwise  mis¬ 
represents  the  ease  or  the  means  and 
methods  by  which  such  graduates  may 
obtain  employment  with  railroad  or 
other  transportation  companies; 

10.  Respondent  guarantees  employ¬ 
ment  to  persons  completing  said  course 
of  study  and  instruction. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  re¬ 
spondent  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  him  of  this  order, 
file  with  the  Commission  a  report  in  writ¬ 
ing  setting  forth  in  detail  the  manner 
and  form  in  which  he  has  complied  with 
this  order. 

Issued:  January  11,  1963. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  W.  Shea, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-1023;  Piled,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:45  ajn.] 


[Docket  C-299] 

PART  1 3 — PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

D.L.  Products,  Inc. 

Subpart — Discriminating  in  price  un¬ 
der  section  2,  Clayton  Act — Price  dis¬ 
crimination  under  2(a) :  §  13.700  Arbi¬ 
trary  or  improper  functional  discounts; 
§  13.730  Customer  classification;  §  13.770 
Quantity  rebates  or  discounts. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  2,  49  Stat.  1526;  15  UJ5.C.  13) 
[Cease  and  desist  order,  D.L.  Products,  Inc., 
Buffalo,  N.Y.,  Docket  C-299,  Jan.  11.  1963] 

No.  22 - 2 


Consent  order  requiring  a  Buffalo, 
N.Y.,  manufacturer  of  its  “D.L.  Hand! 
Cleaner”  and  dispensers  to  cease  discrim¬ 
inating  in  price  in  violation  of  section 
2(a)  of  the  Clayton  Act  by  such  practices 
as  (a)  selling  its  product  to  some  “Job¬ 
bers”  and  “Redistributing  Jobbers”  at 
jobber  prices  less  discounts  of  5  percent 
and  10  percent  while  allowing  no  dis¬ 
count  to  other  “Jobbers”  in  competition 
with  those  favored;  (b)  paying  arbitrary 
discounts  bearing  no  relation  to  selling 
costs  to  its  “Jobber”  and  “Redistributing 
Jobber”  purchasers;  and  (c)  wrongly 
classifying  as  “Warehouse  Distributors” 
and  giving  a  20  percent  discount  to  some 
purchasers  who  functioned  as  “Jobbers” 
while  selling  to  other  competing  “Job¬ 
bers”  with  no  discount  or  at  jobber  prices 
less  a  quantity  discount  of  5  percent  or 
10  percent. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  respondent  D.L. 
Products,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its 
officers,  employees,  agents  and  represent¬ 
atives,  directly  or  through  any  corporate 
or  other  device,  in  or  in  connection  with 
the  offering  for  sale,  sale  or  distribution 
of  any  of  its  products  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Clayton 
Act,  as  amended,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from  discriminating  in  the  price 
of  such  products  of  like  grade  and 
quality:  By  selling  such  products  to  any 
purchaser  at  net  prices  higher  than  the 
net  prices  charged  any  other  purchaser 
who  competes  in  the  resale  or  distribu¬ 
tion  of  such  products  with  the  purchaser 
paying  the  higher  price. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  re¬ 
spondent  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  it  of  this  order, 
file  with  the  Commission  a  report  in 
writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the  man¬ 
ner  and  form  in  which  it  has  complied 
with  this  order. 

Issued:  January  11,  1963. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1024;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:46  a.m.[ 


[Docket  7962o] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Southern  Indiana  Wholesalers,  Inc., 
et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.15  Business  status,  ad¬ 
vantages,  or  connections;  §  13.15-260 
Retailer  as  wholesaler,  jobber,  or  factory 
distributor;  §  13.155  Prices;  §  13.155-80 
Retail  as  cost,  wholesale,  discounted,  etc. 
Subpart — Using  misleading  name — Ven¬ 
dor:  §  13.2460  Retailer  as  wholesaler, 
jobber,  or  distributor. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  South¬ 
ern  Indiana  Wholesalers,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Evans¬ 
ville,  Ind.,  Docket  7962,  Jan.  16.  1963] 


In  the  Matter  of  Southern  Indiana 
Wholesalers,  Inc.,  a  Corporation,  and 
Charles  W.  Allen,  Cora  Jean  Allen  and 
Charles  H.  Kinney,  Individually  and 
as  Officers  of  Said  Corporate  Re¬ 
spondent 

Order  requiring  a  retail  furniture 
dealer  in  Evansville,  Ind.,  to  cease  using 
the  word  “Wholesalers”  in  its  corporate 
name  and  representing  falsely  in  adver¬ 
tising  in  newspapers,  by  radio  and  tele¬ 
vision  and  otherwise,  that  its  merchan¬ 
dise  was  offered  at  wholesale  prices 
which  afforded  savings  to  purchasers. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  in¬ 
cluding  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents, 
Southern  Indiana  Wholesalers,  Inc. 
(now  known  as  Southern  Indiana 
Distributors,  Inc.),  a  corporation,  and 
its  officers,  and  Charles  W.  Allen,  Cora 
Jean  Allen  and  Charles  H.  Kinney, 
individually  and  as  officers  of  said  cor¬ 
poration,  and  respondents’  agents,  rep¬ 
resentatives,  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  offering  for  sale, 
sale,  and  distribution  of  respondents’ 
merchandise  in  commerce,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from: 

1.  Using  the  word  “Wholesalers”  or 
any  other  word  of  similar  import  as  a 
part  of  respondents’  corporate  or  trade 
name;  or  otherwise  representing,  di¬ 
rectly  or  by  implication,  that  respond¬ 
ents  are  wholesalers  or  that  their 
business  is  a  wholesale  business. 

2.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  the  prices  at  which  respond¬ 
ents’  merchandise  is  offered  for  sale  or 
sold  are  wholesale  prices. 

3.  Using  the  words  “retail  price,” 
“suggested  retail,”  or  words  of  similar 
import,  to  refer  to  any  amount  which  is 
in  excess  of  the  price  or  prices  at  which 
such  merchandise  is  usually  and  cus¬ 
tomarily  sold  in  the  trade  area  where 
the  representation  is  made;  or  otherwise 
misrepresenting  the  usual  and  custom¬ 
ary  retail  selling  price  or  prices  of  such 
merchandise. 

4.  Misrepresenting  in  any  manner 
the  amount  of  savings  available  to  pur¬ 
chasers  of  respondents’  merchandise. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  com¬ 
plaint  be  dismissed  as  to  the  charges 
referred  to  in  Paragraph  12  of  the  find¬ 
ings  contained  in  the  initial  decision,  as 
modified. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  them  of  this  order, 
file  with  the  Commission  a  report,  in 
writing,  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  the  order  to  cease  and 
desist  set  forth  herein. 

Issued:  January  16, 1963. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1025;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:46  a.m.] 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Title  31— MONEY  AND 
FINANCE:  TREASURY 

Chapter  I — Monetary  Offices, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

PART  54— GOLD  REGULATIONS 

Definition  of  Phrase  "customary  in¬ 
dustrial,  professional  or  artistic 

use” 

The  following  amendment  to  Part  54 
of  Title  31  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  is  being  promulgated  in  order  to 
clarify  the  meaning  of  the  phrase  “cus¬ 
tomary  industrial,  professional,  or  artis¬ 
tic  use”  as  used  in  the  Gold  Regulations. 
There  is  added  to  the  Regulations  a  defi¬ 
nition  of  this  phrase  in  order  to  make 
clear  that  it  refers  to  uses  of  gold  in  a 
manner,  for  a  purpose,  in  a  form,  and  in 
quantities  in  which  gold  is  customarily 
used  in  industry,  profession  or  art. 

Since  this  amendment  is  solely  for  the 
purpose  of  clarification  of  existing  Regu¬ 
lations,  notice  and  other  public  proce¬ 
dures  are  deemed  unnecessary.  It  is 
effective  on  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Section  54.4(a)  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sub- 
paragraph: 

(14)  “Customary  industrial,  profes¬ 
sional  or  artistic  use”  means  the  use  of 
gold  in  industry,  profession  or  art,  in  a 
manner,  for  a  purpose,  in  a  form,  and  in 
quantities  in  which  gold  is  customarily 
used  in  industry,  profession  or  art. 

(Secs.  54.1  to  54.82  Issued  under  sec.  5(b) ,  40 
Stat.  415,  as  amended,  secs.  3,  8,  9, 11,  48  Stat. 
340,  341,  342;  12  U.S.C.  95a,  31  UJ3.C.  442,  733, 
734, 822b,  E.0. 6260,  Aug.  28, 1933;  as  amended 
by  E.O.  10896,  Nov.  29.  1960,  E.O.  10905,  Jan. 
14,  1961,  and  E.O.  11037,  July  20.  1962;  E.O. 
6359,  Oct.  25,  1933;  E.O.  9193,  as  amended,  7 
P.R.  5205;  3  CFR  1943  Cum.  Sup.;  E.O.  10289, 
16  PJt.  9499,  3  CFR  1951  Supp.) 

[seal]  Douglas  Dillon, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[FJR.  Doc.  63-1053;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:48  am.] 


Chapter  II — -Fiscal  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Treasury 

SUBCHAPTER  B — BUREAU  OF  THE  PUBLIC  DEBT 

PART  332— OFFERING  OF  UNITED 
STATES  SAVINGS  BONDS,  SERIES  H 

Identifying  Numbers 

January  29, 1963. 

Section  332.10  of  Department  Circular 
No.  905,  Second  Revision,  dated  Septem¬ 
ber  23,  1959  (31  CFR,  1962  Supp.,  332), 
is  hereby  supplemented  by  the  addition 
of  paragraph  (c)  as  follows: 


(c)  Identifying  numbers.  The  appli¬ 
cant  will  furnish  the  appropriate  identi¬ 
fying  number  of  the  owner  or  first- 
named  coowner,  as  the  case  may  be, 
required  to  be  used  on  tax  returns  and 
other  documents  submitted  to  the  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  Service  (an  individual’s 
social  security  account  number  or  em¬ 
ployer  identification  number),  and  the 
issuing  agent  will,  in  addition  to  the 
other  data  prescribed  by  §  332.5,  include 
such  identifying  number  on  the  bond 
following  the  name  of  the  owner  or  first- 
named  coowner. 

Compliance  with  the  notice,  public 
procedure,  and  effective  date  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  (Public  Law  404,  79th  Cong.;  60  Stat. 
237)  is  found  to  be  unnecessary  with  re¬ 
spect  to  this  supplement. 

-  [seal]  Douglas  Dillon, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[FJR.  Doc.  63-1116;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:53  a.m.] 


Title  50— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Ruby  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Nevada;  Correction 

In  Federal  Register  Document  63-472, 
appearing  on  pages  453  and  454  of  the 
issue  for  Thursday,  January  17,  1963, 
paragraph  (b)  of  §  33.5  should  read  as 
follows : 

(b)  Open  season:  Elko  County — Jan¬ 
uary  20,  1963  through  September  29, 
1963,  except  that  Dike  Units  13,  14  and 
20,  as  posted,  will  be  closed  from  April  1 
through  May  31,  1963.  White  Pine 
County — January  20  through  December 
31, 1963. 

Part  3  of  paragraph  (d)  should  read 
as  follows: 

3.  Boats:  No  boats  will  be  permitted  in 
the  area  north  of  the  south  dike.  Air 
thrust  boats  with  motors  of  more  than 
5  horsepower  prohibited.  Boats  with 
motors  may  be  used  for  fishing  south 
of  the  south  dike  from  June  2  through 
September  29, 1963. 

J.  T.  Barnaby, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  Bureau 
of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

January  22, 1963. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1026;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 
8:46  am.] 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[  46  CFR  Part  510  1 

[Docket  No.  978] 

[General  Order  4,  Arndt.  1] 

PRACTICES  OF  LICENSED  INDEPEND¬ 
ENT  OCEAN  FREIGHT  FORWARD¬ 
ERS,  OCEAN  FREIGHT  BROKERS, 
AND  OCEANGOING  COMMON' 
CARRIERS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  and 
Oral  Argument 

On  February  24,  1962,  the  Commission 
caused  to  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (27  F.R.  1775-1776)  a  notice 
of  rulemaking  including  certain  proposed 
rules  designated  General  Order  4, 
Amendment  1  (46  CFR  Part  510)  and 
invited  comments  thereon.  After  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  comments  received  in 
response  to  that  notice  the  Commission 
has  revised  certain  of  the  proposed  rules. 
The  proposed  rules  as  revised  are  set 
forth  below. 

Part  510  is  hereby  amended  by  the 
addition  of  a  new  subpart  to  Chapter  IV 
of  this  title  reading  as  follows : 

Subpart  B — Duties  and  Obligations 

Sec. 

510.20  Scope. 

510.21  Definitions. 

610.22  Oceangoing  common  carriers  and 

persons  shipping  for  own  account. 

510.23  Duties  and  obligations  of  licensees. 

510.24  Compensation  and  freight  forwarder 

certifications. 

510.25  Special  contracts. 

510.26  Section  15  agreements. 

510.27  Separability. 

Authority  :  §  510.20  to  510.27  issued  under 
secs.  43,  44,  Shipping  Act,  1916  (75  Stat.  522, 
523,  766) ;  sec.  204,  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936  (49  Stat.  1987,  as  amended;  46  U.S.C. 
1114). 

§  510.20  Scope. 

This  subpart  pertains  to  the  practices 
of  licensed  independent  ocean  freight 
forwarders,  ocean  freight  brokers  and 
oceangoing  common  carriers  pursuant  to 
Public  Law  87-254. 

§  510.21  Definitions. 

(a)  The  term  “licensee”  means  any 
person  licensed  by  the  Commission  as  an 
independent  ocean  freight  forwarder,  or 
any  independent  ocean  freight  forwarder 
who,  on  September  19, 1961,  was  carrying 
on  the  business  of  freight  forwarding 
under  a  valid  registration  number  issued 
by  the  Commission,  or  its  predecessors, 
who  filed  an  application  for  such  a  li¬ 
cense  (Form  FMC-18)  on  or  before 
January  17,  1962,  and  whose  application 
has  not  been  denied. 

(b)  The  term  “in  commerce  from  the 
United  States”  means  export  commerce 
from  the  United  States,  its  Territories, 
or  possessions  to  foreign  countries,  or 


between  the  United  States  and  its  Terri¬ 
tories  or  possessions  or  between  such 
Territories  and  possessions. 

(c)  The  term  “oceangoing  common 
carrier”  as  used  in  these  rules  means 
a  common  carrier  engaged  in  transporta¬ 
tion  by  water  of  property  in  commerce 
from  the  United  States,  as  defined  in 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section. 

(d)  The  term  “non-vessel  operating 
common  carrier  by  water”  means  a  per¬ 
son  who  holds  himself  out  by  the  estab¬ 
lishment  and  maintenance  of  tariffs,  by 
advertisement,  solicitation,  or  otherwise, 
to  provide  transportation  for  hire  by 
water  in  interstate  commerce  as  defined 
in  the  Act,  and  in  commerce  from  the 
United  States  as  defined  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section;  assumes  responsi¬ 
bility  or  has  liability  imposed  by  law  for 
safe  transportation  of  shipments;  and 
arranges  in  his  own  name  with  under¬ 
lying  water  carriers  for  the  performance 
of  such  transportation  whether  or  not 
owning  or  controlling  the  means  by 
which  such  transportation  is  effected. 

(e)  The  term  “principal”  means  the 
shipper,  consignee,  seller,  purchaser  who 
employs  the  services  of  a  licensee. 

(f)  The  term  “ocean  freight  broker” 
means  any  person  who  is  engaged  by  a 
carrier  to  sell  or  offer  for  sale  transpor¬ 
tation,  and  who  holds  himself  out  by 
solicitation  or  advertisement  as  one  who 
negotiates  between  shipper  and  carrier 
for  the  purchase,  sale,  conditions  and 
terms  of  transportation. 

(g)  The  term  “freight  forwarding 
fee”  means  payment  by  a  shipper,  con¬ 
signee,  seller,  purchaser,  or  any  agent 
thereof,  to  a  licensee  for  the  performance 
of  a  freight  forwarding  service  as  de¬ 
fined  in  §  510.2(c). 

(h)  The  term  “compensation”  means 
payment  by  an  oceangoing  common  car¬ 
rier  for  the  performance  of  services  as 
specified  in  §  510.24(e). 

(i)  The  term  “brokerage”  means  pay¬ 
ment  by  a  common  carrier  by  water  to 
an  ocean  freight  broker  for  the  per¬ 
formance  of  functions  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (f)  of  this  section. 

(j)  The  term  “special  contract”  means 
lump  sum  forwarding  charges,  monthly 
retainer  fees,  or  similar  financial  ar¬ 
rangements  that  may  exist  between  a 
principal  and  a  licensee. 

(k)  The  term  .  “Act”  means  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916  (46  U.S.C.  801  et  seq.) . 

(l)  The  term  “Beneficial  interest”  for 
the  purpose  of  these  rules  includes,  but 
is  not  limited  to,  any  lien  interest  in; 
right  to  use,  enjoy,  profit,  benefit,  or  re¬ 
ceive  any  advantage,  either  proprietary 
or  financial,  from;  the  whole  or  any  part 
of  a  shipment  or  cargo,  arising  by  financ¬ 
ing  of  the  shipment  or  by  operation  of 
law  or  by  agreement,  express  or  implied, 
provided,  however,  that  any  obligation 
arising  in  favor  of  a  licensee  by  reason 
of  advances  of  out-of-pocket  expenses 
incurred  in  dispatching  of  shipments 
shall  not  be  deemed  a  beneficial  interest. 


§  510.22  Oceangoing  common  carriers 
and  persons  shipping  for  own 
account. 

(a)  An  oceangoing  common  carrier, 
or  agent  thereof,  may  not  be  licensed  but 
may  perform  freight  forwarding  services 
on  cargo  carried  under  its  own  bill  of 
lading  without  a  license.  Charges  for 
such  services  shall  be  assessed  as  pub¬ 
lished  in  tariffs  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  Compensation  may  not  be  paid 
where  the  carrier  or  its  agent  performs 
any  such  service. 

(b)  Nothing  in  the  rules  in  this  sub¬ 
part  shall  be  interpreted  to  prohibit  a 
person  whose  primary  business  is  the  sale 
of  merchandise  from  performing  freight 
forwarding  service  on  his  own  shipments 
or  the  shipments  of  a  parent,  subsidiary, 
affiliated,  or  associated  company  or  on 
consolidated  shipments  to  the  same  con¬ 
signee  with  any  of  the  above  classes  of 
shipments;  Provided,  however.  That  such 
person  may  not  be  paid  by  the  carrier  for 
any  service  which  he  performs  in  con¬ 
nection  with  any  such  shipment. 

(c)  A  non- vessel  operating  common 
carrier  by  water,  for  the  purposes  of 
this  part,  is  deemed  a  shipper  of  cargo 
via  the  underlying  oceangoing  common 
carrier.  Such  non-vessel  operating 
common  carrier  may  perform  forward¬ 
ing  services  with  respect  to  shipments 
moving  on  his  own  through  export  bill 
of  lading. 

§  510.23  Duties  and  obligations  of  li¬ 
censees. 

(a)  No  licensee  shall  permit  his  li¬ 
cense  or  name  to  be  used  by  any  person 
not  employed  by  him  for  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  any  freight  forwarding  service. 

(b)  No  licensee  shall,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  (1)  accept  employment  to  per¬ 
form  forwarding  services  on  export 
shipments  as  an  associate,  correspond¬ 
ent,  officer,  employee,  agent  or  subagent 
from  any  person  whose  license  as  an 
independent  ocean  freight  forwarder 
shall  have  been  revoked,  or  whose  li¬ 
cense  is  under  suspension;  (2)  assist 
the  furtherance  of  any  forwarding  busi¬ 
ness  of  such  person;  (3)  share  forward¬ 
ing  fees  or  freight  compensation  with 
any  such  person;  or  (4)  permit  any  such 
person  directly  or  indirectly  to  partici¬ 
pate,  whether  through  ownership  or 
otherwise,  in  the  control  or  direction  of 
the  freight  forwarding  business  of  the 
licensee. 

(c)  A  licensee  who  has  reason  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  a  principal  has  not,  with 
respect  to  a  shipment  to  be  handled  by 
such  licensee,  complied  with  the  law  of 
the  United  States  or  any  state,  common¬ 
wealth  or  territory  thereof,  or  has  made 
any  error  or  misrepresentation  in,  or 
omission  from,  any  export  declaration, 
bill  of  lading,  affidavit,  or  other  paper 
which  the  principal  executes  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  such  shipment,  shall  advise 
his  principal  promptly  of  the  suspected 
non-compliance,  error,  misrepresenta- 
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tion  or  omission,  and  shall  decline  to 
participate  in  such  transaction  involving 
such  document  until  the  matter  is 
clarified. 

(d)  Every  licensee  shall  exercise  due 
diligence  to  ascertain  the  correctness  of 
any  information  which  he  imparts  to 
a  principal  with  reference  to  any  for¬ 
warding  transaction;  and  no  licensee 
shall  knowingly  impart  to  a  principal  or 
oceangoing  common  carrier  false  infor¬ 
mation  relative  to  any  such  transaction. 

(e)  No  licensee  shall  withhold  infor¬ 
mation  relative  to  a  forwarding  transac¬ 
tion  from  his  principal. 

(f)  Each  licensee  shall  promptly  pay 
over  to  the  oceangoing  common  carrier 
or  other  person  when  due  all  sums  ad¬ 
vanced  by  a  principal  for  the  payment  of 
any  and  all  charges,  debts,  or  obliga¬ 
tions  in  connection  with  the  forwarding 
transaction,  and  shall  promptly  ac¬ 
count  to  his  principal  for  funds  received 
in  behalf  of  the  principal  for  overpay¬ 
ments,  adjustment  of  charges,  reduc¬ 
tions  in  rates,  insurance  refunds,  in¬ 
surance  money  paid  to  the  forwarder  as 
the  result  of  claims,  proceeds  of  c.o.d. 
shipments,  drafts,  letters  of  credit  and 
any  other  sums  due  to  such  principal. 

(g)  No  licensee  shall  endorse  or 
negotiate  without  the  expressed  au¬ 
thority  of  his  principal  any  draft,  check 
or  warrant  drawn  to  the  order  of  such 
principal. 

(h)  No  licensee  shall  file  or  assist  in 
the  filing  of  any  claim,  affidavit,  letter 
of  indemnity,  or  other  paper  or  docu¬ 
ment,  with  respect  to  a  shipment 
handled,  or  to  be  handled,  by  such 
licensee,  which  he  has  reason  to  believe 
is  false  or  fraudulent 

(i)  Any  receipt  issued  for  cargo  by 
a  licensee  shall  be  clearly  identified  as  a 
“Receipt  for  Cargo”,  and  shall  be  in  a 
form  readily  distinguishable  from  a  bill 
of  lading. 

(j)  Every  licensee  shall  use  invoices  or 
other  forms  of  billing  which  state  sepa¬ 
rately  as  to  each  shipment:  (1)  The  ac¬ 
tual  amount  of  ocean  freight  assessed 
by  the  oceangoing  common  carrier;  (2) 
the  actual  amount  of  consular  fees  paid; 
(3)  the  premium  cost  of  insurance  ar¬ 
ranged;  (4)  the  charge  for  each  acces¬ 
sorial  service  performed  in  connection 
with  the  shipment.  All  other  charges 
or  fees  assessed  by  the  licensee  for  ar¬ 
ranging  the  services  enumerated  in  sub- 
paragraphs  (1),  (2),  (3),  and  (4)  of  this 
paragraph  shall  be  itemized.  Licensees 
shall  not  be  required  to  itemize  the 
components  of  charges  with  respect  to 
transactions  made  pursuant  to  §  510.25: 
Provided,  however.  That  licensees  who 
offer  to  the  public  at  large  to  forward 
small  shipments  (small  shipments  for 
this  purpose  are  defined  as  shipments 
that  would  normally  move  at  the  ocean 
carriers’  minimum  bill  of  lading  charge) 
for  uniform  charges  available  to  all  and 
duly  filed  with  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  shall  not  be  required  to 
itemize  the  components  of  such  uniform 
charges  on  shipments  as  to  which  the 
charges  shall  have  been  stated  to  the 
shipper  at  time  of  shipment,  and  ac¬ 
cepted  by  the  shipper  by  payment;  but  if 
such  licensees  procure  Marine  Insurance 
to  cover  such  shipments,  they  must  state 


their  total  charge  for  such  insurance, 
inclusive  of  premiums  and  placing  fees, 
separately  from  the  aforementioned  uni¬ 
form  charge. 

(k)  Each  licensee  shall  maintain  cor¬ 
rectly  and  in  orderly,  systematic,  con¬ 
venient  and  readily  available  manner, 
and  keep  current,  all  records  and  books 
of  account  in  connection  with  carrying 
on  the  business  of  forwarding.  Such 
records  shall  be  retained  for  a  period  of 
five  years  and  shall  include  a  copy  of 
each  document  prepared,  processed  or 
obtained  by  the  licensee. 

(l)  Each  licensee  shall  make  avail¬ 
able  promptly  all  records  and  books  of 
account  in  connection  with  carrying  on 
the  business  of  forwarding,  for  inspec¬ 
tion  or  reproducing  or  other  official  use 
upon  the  request  of  any  authorized  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  Commission. 

§  510.24  Compensation  and  freight  for¬ 
warder  certifications. 

(a)  No  oceangoing  common  carrier 
shall  pay  to  a  licensee,  and  no  licensee 
shall  charge  or  receive  from  any  such 
carrier,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  any 
compensation  or  payment  of  any  kind 
whatsoever,  whether  called  “brokerage”, 
“commission”,  “fee”,  or  by  any  other 
name,  in  connection  with  any  cargo  or 
shipment  wherein  the  licensee’s  name 
appears  on  the  ocean  bill  of  lading  as 
shipper  or  as  agent  for  an  undisclosed 
principal  unless  such  principal’s  name 
is  disclosed  on  a  “line  copy”  of  the  ocean 
bill  of  lading  which  is  maintained  in 
files  in  the  United  States  of  the  ocean 
carrier  or  its  agent. 

(b)  No  licensee  shall  render,  or  offer 
to  render,  any  forwarding  service  free 
of  charge  or  at  a  reduced  freight  for¬ 
warding  fee  in  consideration  of  the  li¬ 
censee  receiving  compensation  from 
oceangoing  common  carriers  on  the  ship¬ 
ment;  provided,  however,  that  a  licensee 
may  perform  freight  forwarding  services 
for  recognized  relief  agencies  or  charit¬ 
able  organizations,  designated  as  such 
in  the  tariff  of  the  oceangoing  common 
carrier,  free  of  charge,  or  at  reduced 
fees. 

(c)  No  licensee  shall  share,  directly  or 
indirectly,  any  compensation  or  freight 
forwarding  fee  with  a  shipper,  consignee, 
seller,  purchaser,  or  their  agents,  affili¬ 
ates  or  employees;  nor  with  any  person 
or  persons  advancing  the  purchase  price 
of  the  merchandise  or  guaranteeing  pay¬ 
ment  therefor;  nor  with  any  person  or 
persons  having  a  beneficial  interest  in 
the  shipment. 

(d)  No  oceangoing  common  carrier 
shall  compensate  a  licensee  when  such 
carrier  has  reason  to  believe  that  receipt 
of  such  compensation  by  the  licensee  is 
prohibited  by  the  rules  in  this  subpart, 
or  by  the  Act. 

(e)  Before  any  compensation  is  paid 
by 'an  oceangoing  common  carrier  to  a 
licensee,  or  before  a  licensee  may  accept 
any  such  compensation,  the  licensee  shall 
incorporate  the  certification  set  forth 
below  on  one  copy  of  the  ocean  bill  of 
lading  or  parcel  receipt  covering  such 
shipment  and  endorse  the  certification. 
This  bill  of  lading  shall  be  referred  to  as 
the  “Line  Copy”  and  shall  be  retained 
in  the  possession  of  the  carrier.  The 


oceangoing  carrier  shall  be  entitled  to 
rely  on  such  certification  unless  it  knows 
that  the  certification  is  incorrect.  The 
form  of  certification  follows: 

The  undersigned  thereby  certifies  that  it  is 
operating  under  license  No. _ (or  ap¬ 
plication  No.  _ _  and  registration 

No. _ _  issued  by  the  Federal  Maritime 

Commission,  or  its  predecessors)  and  has 
performed  in  addition  to  the  solicitation  and 
securing  of  the  cargo  for  the  ship  or  the 
booking  of.  or  otherwise  arranging  for  space 
for,  such  cargo,  two  or  more  of  the  following 
services:  (Check  services  performed.) 

(1)  The  coordination  of  the  movement  of 
the  cargo  to  shipslde; 

(2)  The  preparation  and  processing  of  the 
ocean  bill  of  lading; 

(3)  The  preparation  and  processing  of 
dock  receipts  or  delivery  orders; 

(4)  The  preparation  and  processing  of 
consular  documents  or  export  declarations; 

(5)  The  payment  of  the  ocean  freight 
charges  on  the  cargo. 

(f)  An  oceangoing  common  carrier 
may  compensate  a  licensee  to  the  extent 
of  the  value  rendered  such  carrier  in 
connection  with  any  shipment  forwarded 
on  behalf  of  others  when,  and  only  when, 
such  carrier  is  in  possession  of  a  certifi¬ 
cation  in  the  form  prescribed  in  para¬ 
graph  (e)  of  this  section. 

(g)  No  licensee,  and  no  person,  firm 
or  corporation  directly  or  indirectly  con¬ 
trolled  by  a  licensee  or  in  whom  a  licensee 
has  a  beneficial  interest,  nor  any  person, 
firm  or  corporation  directly  or  indirectly 
controlling  or  having  a  beneficial  in¬ 
terest  in  a  licensee,  shall  demand,  charge 
or  collect  any  compensation  or  brokerage 
from  a  common  carrier  by  water  unless 
there  shall  be  first  filed  with  such  car¬ 
rier  a  certificate  in  the  form  prescribed 
in  paragraph  (e)  of  this  section,  and  in 
compliance  with  section  44(e)  of  the 
Shipping  Act. 

(h)  Where  an  oceangoing  common 
carrier  has  paid,  or  has  incurred  an  obli¬ 
gation  to  pay  brokerage  to  an  ocean 
freight  broker,  or  compensation  to  a  li¬ 
censee,  then  such  carrier  shall  not  pay 
additional  compensation  for  any  other 
forwarding  services  rendered  on  the 
same  cargo. 

§  510.25  Special  contracts. 

(a)  A  true  copy  of  all  existing  special 
arrangements  or  contracts,  including 
amendments,  modifications  and  cancel¬ 
lations  thereof,  between  a  licensee  and 
his  principal  shall  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  within  30  days  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  subpart;  and,  if  oral,  shall  be 
confirmed  in  writing  and  a  true  copy 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission  within 
such  time.  All  such  future  arrange¬ 
ments,  contracts,  amendments,  modifica¬ 
tions,  or  cancellations  shall  be  filed  with¬ 
in  ten  days  after  they  have  been  entered 
into. 

(b)  To  the  extent  that  special  arrange¬ 
ments  or  contracts  are  entered  into  by  a 
licensee,'  such  licensee  shall  not  deny 
equal  terms  to  other  similarly  situated. 

§  510.26  Section  15  agreements. 

(a)  Copies  of  written  agreements  and 
true  and  complete  memoranda  of  oral 
agreements  between  a  licensee  and  an¬ 
other  licensee  or  common  carrier  or  other 
person  subject  to  the  Act,  or  modifica¬ 
tions  or  cancellations  thereof,  which  are 
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subject  to  section  15  of  the  Act,  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  for  approval. 
Copies  of  memoranda  or  agreements, 
modifications  or  cancellations  thereof 
submitted  for  the  Commission’s  approval 
under  section  15  shall  clearly  show  their 
nature,  the  parties,  ports,  and  subject 
matter  in  detail,  and  shall  refer  to  any 
previously  filed  agreements  to  which  they 
may  relate. 

(b)  All  such  agreements,  or  modifica¬ 
tions  or  cancellations  thereof,  shall  not 
be  carried  out  until  approved  by  the 
Commission. 

§  510.27  Separability. 

The  provisions  of  these  rules  are  not 
Interdependent.  If  any  portion  hereof 
shall  be  enjoined,  set  aside,  suspended, 
or  held  invalid,  the  validity  and  enforce¬ 
ability  of  all  other  rules  shall  be  un¬ 
affected  thereby,  and  shall  to  the  full 
extent  practicable,  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect  unless  and  until  it  is  otherwise 
provided  by  the  Commission  or  a  court 
of  competent  jurisdiction. 

Prior  to  the  promulgation  of  final  rules 
in  this  subpart,  the  Commission  desires 


to  hear  oral  argument  with  respect  to 
paragraphs  (f)  and  (i)  of  S  510.21;  (a), 
<b)  and  (c)  of  §510.22;  (j)  of  §510.23; 
(a),  (b),  (e),  and  (g)  of  §510.24;  (a) 
and  (b)  of  §  510.25;  set  forth  above. 
Persons  desiring  to  participate  in  the  oral 
argument  scheduled  to  take  place  on 
February  27,  1963,  must  notify  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Federal  Maritime  Commission,  in 
writing  on  or  before  February  8,  1963  of 
such  intent  and  the  amount  of  time 
desired.  Written  memoranda  in  support 
of  oral  argument  shall  be  submitted  on  or 
before  February  20,  1963.  An  original 
and  15  copies  of  such  memoranda  are 
required,  and  must  be  addressed  to  the 
Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
Washington  25,  D.C.  The  Commission 
will  advise  parties  of  the  time  allotted 
for  oral  argument  and  the  hour  and  place 
of  the  oral  argument. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  January  21,  1963. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1059;  Piled,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:49  am.) 


Notices 


POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

ORGANIZATION  AND 
ADMINISTRATION 

Regional  Director 

The  statement  of  the  Department’s 
Organization  and  Administration,  as 
published  in  the  FederAl  Register  of 
September  11,  1962,  at  pages  8982 
through  9007,  and  as  amended  by  27  FR. 
11558-11559,  27  FR.  12452-12453,  is  fur¬ 
ther  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  paragraphs  to  824.7. 

824.7  LOCAL  SERVICES  DIVISION 
*  *  •  •  • 

f.  Reviews  service  complaints  and  re¬ 
fers  them  to  the  appropriate  division  or 
branch  for  attention  and  reply. 

g.  Administers  a  continuing  program 
to  evaluate  customer  complaints  in¬ 
volving  mailing  problems,  policies,  and 
procedures;  reviews  and  analyzes  the 
sources,  causes,  and  pattern  of  com¬ 
plaints;  and  based  on  the  complaint 
pattern,  refers  problems  or  service  de- 
ficiences  to  the  appropriate  functional 
division  for  corrective  action. 

(R.S.  161,  as  amended,  5  U.S.C.  22,  39  U.S.C. 
309,501) 

Louis  J.  Doyle, 
General  Counsel. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1032;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:47  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
CALIFORNIA 

Notice  of  Correction  of  Proposed  With¬ 
drawal  and  Reservation  of  Lands 

January  24, 1963. 

The  notice  of  proposed  withdrawal 
and  reservation  of  lands,  Serial  No. 
Sacramento  066780,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  Wednesday  De¬ 
cember  12,  1962,  page  12277,  Vol.  27,  No. 
240,  FR.  Doc.  62-12239,  described  the 
lands  involved  in  the  application  as: 

California 

MOUNT  DIABLO  MERIDIAN 

In  the  Tahoe  National  Forest 
T.  20  N.,  R.  10  E., 

Sec.  26:  All  of  Lot  10  except  the  area  In¬ 
cluded  in  M.S.  4035A.  All  Lot  12, 
W&EV6NEK,  EV4NEV4NWV4SE14,  Wy2 
Lot  14,  and  that  portion  of  M.S.  3777 
lying  in  the  NW^SW^SW^SEft, 
se%nw%nwi/4sev4.  sy2NWV4SE}4. 
SW%SE%,  NW«4NEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  34:  Lot  1,  E%  Lot  10,  NE^NE^i 

SEy4; 

Sec.  35:  Wy2NE&,  N^NW^SEft,  Lot  5. 
and  fractional  N%  of  Lots  4  and  6  less 
area  included  in  M.S.  3709  A,  and  B. 

The  description  is  corrected  to  read  as 
follows  involving  the  lands  to  be  em¬ 
braced  in  the  withdrawal: 
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California 

MOUNT  DIABLO  MERIDIAN 

In  the  Tahoe  National  Forest 
T.  20  N.,  R.  10  E., 

Sec.  26:  Lots  10.  12,  and  W%,  of  Lot  14. 
SWy4NE%NW%SE%,  SEy4NWy4NWy4 
SE%,  EM,NEV4NWy4SEVi.  SV&NWViSEtt. 
SW%8B%,NW%NE%SEK.W%EttNE%, 
and  that  portion  of  MB.  3777  lying  in  the 

wke%; 

Sec.  34;  E%  Lot  1,  Ey2  Lot  10,  NE&NEV4 
SB  14; 

Sec.  35:  Wy2NE%,  NyjNWftSEft,  Lot  5. 
and  fractional  N%  of  Lots  4  and  6  less 
area  included  in  M.S.  3709  A,  and  B. 

The  area  embraced  in  the  proposed 
withdrawal  aggregates  approximately 
372.00  acres  of  Federal  land. 

Walter  E.  Beck, 

^  Manager,  Land  Office, 
Sacramento. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-1051;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 
8:48  am.] 


[Document  No.  227;  Classification  No.  63] 

ARIZONA 

Small  Tract  Opening;  Correction 

January  24, 1963. 

The  following  corrections  are  made  to 
the  Small  Tract  Opening  Order  and  table 
listing  Tracts  10  and  35  which  appears 
in  Volume  25,  page  10780  of  the  Federal 
Register  issued  on  November  11,  1960. 

a.  Tract  10,  column  entitled,  “Sides 
with  R/W  Reservations”,  instead  of  read¬ 
ing,  “North  and  East”,  is  corrected  to 
read,  “North  and  West”. 

b.  Tract  35,  column  entitled,  “Sides 
with  R/W  Reservations”,  instead  of 
reading,  “West  and  East”,  is  corrected 
to  read,  “West  and  South”. 

Roy  T.  Helmandollar, 
Manager. 

'(FJl.  Doc.  63-1027;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Order  698,  Arndt.  2] 

MANAGERS  OF  CERTAIN  LOCAL 
OFFICES 

Delegation  of  Authority  With  Respect 
to  Contracts  and  Leases 

January  24,  1963. 

Section  1(b)  (1)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

Section  1.  Authority  of  certain  offices 
to  enter  into  contracts  and  leases.  *  *  * 
(b)  (1)  The  Managers  of  the  local  of¬ 
fices  of  the  Bureau  located  at  St.  Paul, 
Minnesota,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  and 
Los  Angeles,  California,  are  authorized 
to  enter  into  such  contracts  when  the 
amount  in  any  such  contract  does  not 
exceed  $2,000. 

Karl  S.  Landstrom, 
Director. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-1028;  Filed,  Jan.  30.  1963; 
8:46  a.m.] 


NEVADA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

January  23,  1963. 

The  Forest  Service  has  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation,  Serial  Number  Nevada  059756,  for 
the  withdrawal  of  the  lands  described 
below.  , 

The  following  lands,  located  within  the 
Toiyabe  National  Forest,  are  to  be  with¬ 
drawn  from  prospecting,  location,  entry, 
and  purchase  under  the  mining  laws. 
The  area  will  be  developed  as  a  camping 
site  to  be  known  as  Bob  Scott  Summit 
Campground. 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  Nevada 

T.  18  N„  R.  44  E., 

Sec.  2.NV4  lot  2. 

T.  19  N.,  R.  44  E., 

Sec.35.Sy2SW}4SEV4. 

This  area  aggregates  approximately  43 
acres. 

The  following  lands  are  to  be  with¬ 
drawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation 
under  the  public  land  laws,  including  the 
mining  laws.  These  lands  are  to  be  used 
for  temporary  headquarters  for  District 
personnel. 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  Nevada 
T.  11  N.,  R.  43  E., 

Sec.  30,  that  part  of  the  NE^NE^  lying 
east  of  the  Nevada  State  Highway  right- 
of-way,  Star  Route  8-A,  as  it  now  exists. 

This  area  contains  approximately  6.20 
acres. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  P.O. 
Box  1551,  Reno,  Nev. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice  will 
be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of  record. 

H.  Curt  Hammit, 
Land  Office  Manager. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-1029;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:46  ajn.J 


OREGON 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Proposed 
Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of 
Land 

January  22,  1963. 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  has 
cancelled  its  proposed  withdrawal  appli¬ 
cation  Serial  No.  Oregon  011874  which 
involved  the  lands  described  below. 
Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  regulations 
contained  in  43  CFR  Part  295,  such  lands 

will  be  at  10:00  a.m.  on  February  25, 1963 
* 


N. 


Thursday ,  January  31,  1963 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


915 


relieved  of  the  segregative  effect  of  the 
above-mentioned  application. 

The  lands  involved  in  this  notice  at 
termination  are: 

Willamette  Meridian,  Oregon 

SWARTZ  AREA 

T.  16  S..  a.  16  B., 

Secs.  18-35,  inclusive. 

HORSE  HAVEN  AREA 

T.  16  S.,  R.  19  E., 

Secs.  1-28,  inclusive. 

BEAR  CREEK 

T.  18  S.,  R.  17  E.. 

Secs.  27, 28, 

Secs.  33-35,  inclusive. 

BEAR  CREEK 

T.  19  S.,  R.  17  E., 

Secs.  1-12,  Inclusive. 

ANT  CREEK 

T.  19  S..  R.  18  E., 

Secs.  3-10,  inclusive. 

Secs.  15-18,  inclusive. 

LOGAN  BUTTE 

T.  19  S.,  R.  20  E., 

All. 

CLOVER  CREEK 

T.  19  S.,  R.  21  ■., 

au. 

Total  area  aggregates  94,080  acres. 
Public  lands  included  total  50,545.84 
acres. 

Stanley  D.  Lester, 
Land  Office  Manager. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-1030;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 
8:46  ajn.l 


OREGON 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

January  24,  1963. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  has 
filed  an  application,  serial  number  Ore¬ 
gon  013107,  for  the  withdrawal  of  the 
lands  described  below  from  location  and 
entry  under  the  general  mining  laws, 
subject  to  valid  existing  rights. 

The  applicant  desires  the  land  with¬ 
drawn  for  a  recreation  area  and  scenic 
roadside  zone  in  the  vicinity  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  Mason  Dam. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place  which  will  be  announced. 

The  determihation  of  the  Secretary 
on  the  application  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice 
will  be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of 
record. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 

are: 

Willamette  Meridian,  Oregon 

WHITMAN  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Oregon  State  Highway  No.  220  Roadside  Zone 
and  Recreation  Area 

10  S.,  R.  38  E., 

Sec.  24:  S'/2SE%; 

Sec.  25:  NV6NE&. 


T.  10S..R.39E., 

Sec.  19:  Lot  4.  SKy4SWy4,  SW%SE»4; 

Sec.  29:  NW%.EKSWK.SEJ4; 

Sec.  30:  N^NE^. 

The  total  area  aggregates  760.54  acres. 

Stanley  D.  Lester, 
Land  Office  Manager. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-1052;  Filed,  Jan.  80,  1963; 
8:48  ajn.] 


OREGON 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Proposed 
Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of 
Land 

January  24,  1963. 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  has 
cancelled  its  proposed  withdrawal  ap¬ 
plication  Oregon  04916  which  involved 
the  land  described  below.  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  regulations  contained  in 
43  CFR  Part  295,  such  lands  will  be  at 
10:00  a.m.  on  February  25,  1963  relieved 
of  the  segregative  effect  of  the  above- 
mentioned  application. 

The  lands  involved  in  this  notice  of 
termination  are: 

Willamette  Meridian,  Oregon 

T.  26  S.,  R.  2  W.. 

Sec.  23 :  Lots  1, 2,  and  3, 

Sec.  24:  NW&NW%. 

Area  totals  172.86  acres. 

Stanley  D.  Lester, 
Land  Office  Manager. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1060;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 
8:49  ajn.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 
Delegation  of  Authority 

The  delegation  of  authority  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  July  6,  1962 
(27  F.R.  6395)  as  Part  245  of  the  Depart¬ 
mental  Manual  is  amended  as  follows: 

Paragraph  245. 2B  is  eliminated  and 
paragraph  245 .2C  is  renumbered  245 .2B. 

This  change  eliminates  the  limitation 
on  the  redelegation  of  authority  for  the 
issuance  of  certain  revocable  permits. 

The  material  published  is  a  portion 
of  the  Departmental  Manual  and  the 
numbering  system  is  that  of  the  Manual 

Stewart  Udall, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

January  24,  1963. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-1031;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:47  a.m.] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-205] 

PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Construction 
Permit  and  Utilization  Facility  Li¬ 
cense 

Please  take  notice  that  Pacific  Gas 
and  Electric  Company,  245  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco  6,  California,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  104b  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  has 
submitted  an  application,  dated  Decem¬ 


ber  28,  1962,  for  a  license  to  construct 
and  operate  at  Bodega  Bay  Atomic  Park, 
California,  a  boiling  water  nuclear 
reactor  with  a  rated  thermal  output  of 
1008  megawatts  and  an  electrical  output 
of  325  megawatts.  The  site  proposed 
for  construction  of  the  nuclear  facility 
consists  of  225  acres  of  land  located  on 
Bodega  Head,  Sonoma  County,  on  the 
shore  of  the  Pacific  Ocean  and  approxi¬ 
mately  50  miles  northwest  of  the  City 
of  San  Francisco.  The  earliest  esti¬ 
mated  date  for  completion  of  the  facility 
is  January  1,  1966  and  the  latest  esti¬ 
mated  date  for  its  completion  is  June  1, 
1967. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  23d 
day  of  January  1963. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Robert  H.  Bryan, 
Chief,  Research  and  Power 
Reactor  Safety  Branch,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Licensing  and  Regu¬ 
lation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1013;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:45  a.m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  6093  etc.;  Order  E-19237] 

INTRA-ALASKA  CASE 

Order  Regarding  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  28th  day  of  January  1963. 

By  Order  E-13379,  dated  September  23, 
1958,  the  Board  designated  the  period 
terminating  90  days  from  the  effective 
date  of  Order  E-13379  (January  12, 1959) 
as  the  period  within  which  Bristol  Bay 
Airlines  (Bristol  Bay)  shall  either  re¬ 
sume  operations  on  its  route,  or  if  not 
resumed,  show  reasonable  cause  why  the 
Board  should  not  direct  that  the  car¬ 
rier’s  certificate  shall  cease  to  be 
effective. 

On  November  14,  1962,  the  Board, 
noting  that  Bristol  Bay  had  not  resumed 
operations  or  otherwise  complied  with 
Order  E-13379,  issued  Order  E-19007 
affording  Bristol  Bay  a  further  period  of 
30  days  to  either  resume  operations  or 
show  cause  why  the  Board  should  not 
direct  that  its  certificate  shall  cease  to  be 
effective.  In  addition,  it  was  ordered 
that  if  Bristol  Bay  failed  to  resume  op¬ 
erations  or  respond  to  Order  E-19007, 
the  carrier  would  be  deemed  to  have 
waived  all  further  procedural  steps. 

The  Board’s  records  indicate  that 
Bristol  Bay  has  not  resumed  operation 
or  otherwise  complied  with  Order 
E-19007  by  showing  reasonable  cause 
why  its  certificate  should  cease  to  be 
effective.  By  this  failure  to  respond  to 
the  Board’s  order,  the  carrier  is  deemed 
to  have  waived  all  further  procedural 
steps.  We,  therefore,  find,  pursuant  to 
the  terms  of  section  401(f)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended. 
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that  its  certificate  should  cease  to  be 
effective. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered: 

1.  That,  from  the  date  of  service  of 
this  order,  the  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  of  Bristol  Bay 
Airlines  shall  cease  to  be  effective;  and 

2.  That  this  order  shall  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-1061;  Piled,  Jan.  30,  1963; 
8:49  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  14847;  FOC  63M-113[ 

ANSWERITE  PROFESSIONAL 
TELEPHONE  SERVICE 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Edward  C.  Smith,  tr/as  Answerite  Pro¬ 
fessional  Telephone  Service,  Docket  No. 
14847,  File  No.  3958-C2-P-62 ;  for  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  to  establish  a  new  sta¬ 
tion  for  two-way  general  communica¬ 
tions  in  the  Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile 
Radio  Service  at  Orlando,  Florida. 

Pursuant  to  the  agreements  reached  at 
the  prehearing  conference  held  on  Janu¬ 
ary  22,  1963,  the  evidentiary  hearing  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding  now 
scheduled  to  begin  on  February  15,  1963, 
is  continued  to  March  11, 1963. 

It  is  so  ordered.  This  the  22d  day  of 
January  1963. 

Released:  January  25,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1062;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:50  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  14927] 

GARY  D.  ASTON 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  Gary  D.  Aston,  Holly¬ 
wood,  California,  order  to  show  cause 
why  there  should  not  be  revoked  the  li¬ 
cense  for  Radio  Station  11Q1170  in  the 
Citizens  Radio  Service. 

The  Commission,  by  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau,  un¬ 
der  delegated  authority,  having  under 
consideration  the  matter  of  certain  al¬ 
leged  violations  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  in  connection  with  the  operation 
of  the  above-captioned  station; 

It  appearing,  that,  pursuant  to  §  1.76 
oPthe  Commission’s  rules,  written  notice 
of  violation  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
was  served  upon  the  above-named  li¬ 
censee  at  his  address  of  record  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Official  Notice  of  Violation  dated 
September  10, 1962,  alleging  violation  on 
September  4, 1962,  of  S  19.61  (a)  and  (c) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules. 


It  further  appearing,  that  said  licensee 
did  not  reply  to  such  communication  or 
to  a  follow-up  letter  dated  October  17, 
1962  also  mailed  to  the  licensee  at  his 
address  of  record;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  licensee- has  repeat¬ 
edly  violated  §  1.76  of  the  Commission’s 
rules; 

It  is  ordered.  This  24th  day  of  January 
1963,  pursuant  to  section  312  (a)  (4)  and 
(c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
'as  amended,  and  §  0.291(b)  (3)  of 
Part  0  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  that 
the  said  licensee -show  cause  why  the  li¬ 
cense  for  the  above-captioned  radio  sta¬ 
tion  should  not  be  revoked,  and  appear 
and  give  evidence  in  respect  thereto  at 
a  hearing  to  be  held  at  a  time  and  place 
to  be  specified  by  subsequent  order;  and 
It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Acting 
Secretary  send  a  copy  of  this  Order  by 
Certified  Mail,  Return  Receipt  Requested 
to  the  said  licensee  at  his  last  known 
address  of  8782  Shoreham  Drive,  Holly¬ 
wood,  California. 

Released:  January  28, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1063;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 
8:50  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  14926] 

ROBERT  C.  BERRY 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  Robert  C.  Berry,  Jef- 
fersontown,  Kentucky;  order  to  show 
cause  why  there  should  not  be  revoked 
the  license  for  Radio  Station  18W5046 
in  the  Citizens  Radio  Service. 

The  Commission,  by  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau,  un¬ 
der  delegated  authority,  having  under 
consideration  the  matter  of  certain  al¬ 
leged  violations  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  in  connection  with  the  operation 
of  the  above-captioned  station; 

It  appearing,  that,  pursuant  to  §  1.76 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  written  notice 
of  violation  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
was  served  upon  the  above-named  li¬ 
censee  at  his  address  of  record  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Official  Notice  of  Violation  dated 
September  24,  1962,  alleging  violation  on 
September  18,  1962,  of  §  19.33  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

It  further  appearing,  that  said  licensee 
did  not  reply  to  such  communication  or 
to  a  follow-up  letter  dated  November 
14,  1962  also  mailed  to  the  licensee  at 
his  address  of  record;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  licensee  has  repeat¬ 
edly  violated  §  1.76  of  the  Commission’s 
rules; 

It  is  ordered.  This  24th  day  of  Janu¬ 
ary  1963,  pursuant  to  section  312  (a)  (4) 
and  (c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.291(b)  (8) 
of  Part  0  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
that  the  said  licensee  show  cause  why 
the  license  for  the  above-captioned  radio 
station  should  not  be  revoked,  and  ap¬ 
pear  and  give  evidence  in  respect  thereto 


at  a  hearing  to  be  held  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  by  subsequent  order; 
and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Acting 
Secretary  send  a  copy  of  this  Order  by 
Certified  Mail,  Return  Receipt  Requested 
to  the  said  licensee  at  his  last  known 
address  of  Route  2,  Jeffersontown,  Ken¬ 
tucky. 

Released:  January  28,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

'[F.R.  Doc.  63-1064;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 
8:50  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14933, 14934;  FCC  63M-117] 

CENTRAL  WISCONSIN  TELEVISION, 
INC.  AND  MIDCONTINENT  BROAD¬ 
CASTING  CO. 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Central  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Television,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  14933, 
File  No.  BMPCT-5739;  for  additional 
time  to  construct  Television  Broadcast 
Station  WCWT,  Channel  9,  Wausau,  Wis¬ 
consin;  Central  Wisconsin  Television, 
Inc.  (Assignor)  and  Midcontinent 
Broadcasting  Co.  (Assignee)  Docket  No. 
14934,  File  No.  BAPCT-317;  for  assign¬ 
ment  of  construction  permit  for  televi¬ 
sion  station  WCWT,  Channel  9,  Wausau, 
Wisconsin. 

It  is  ordered.  This  25th  day  of  Janu¬ 
ary  1963,  that  Charles  J.  Frederick  will 
serve  as  presiding  officer  in  the  above- 
entitled  proceeding;  that  the  hearings 
therein  will  commence  in  the  Offices  of 
the  Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  4,  1963;  and  that  a  prehearing 
conference  will  be  convened  by  the  pre¬ 
siding  officer  at  9:00  a.m.,  Wednesday, 
February  20,  1963. 

Released :  January  25, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1071;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:51  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  14341;  FCC  63R-48] 

COLLIER  ELECTRIC  CO.  ET  AL. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Amending  Issues 

In  re  application  Collier  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  Fort  Morgan,  Colorado,  et  al., 
Docket  No.  14341,  File  No.  848-Cl-Rr-61 
et  al.;  for  renewal  of  licenses  for  stations 
in  the  Domestic  Public  Point-to-Point 
Microwave  Radio  Service. 

By  the  Review  Board:  Board  Member 
Nelson  dissenting  and  issuing  a  state¬ 
ment. 

1.  The  Common  Carrier  Bureau  re¬ 
quests  that  the  hearing  issues  in  this 
proceeding  be  amended  to  require  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  in  the  Laramie  Community  TV 
Company  proceeding  (Docket  No.  14552) 
as  to  the  character  qualifications  of 
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Laramie  Community  TV  Company.1 
Frontier  Broadeasting  Company,  a  party 
with  respect  to  renewal  of  one  of  the 
licenses,  and  the  Broadcast  Bureau  sup¬ 
port  the  request.  Collier  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  has  filed  an  opposition  to  this 
petition. 

2.  By  Order  (FCC  61-1248,  released  Oc¬ 
tober  30,  1961)  the  Commission  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing  the  above-captioned 
applications  of  Collier  Electric  Company 
for  renewal  of  licenses  for  stations  in  the 
Domestic  Public  Point-to-Point  Micro- 
wave  Radio  Service  serving  community 
antenna  television  systems  in  Sterling, 
Colorado,  and  Sidney,  Kimbal,  Alliance, 
and  Gering,  Nebraska.  The  issues  to  be 
determined  at  the  hearing  include  the 
public  need  for  this  common  carrier  serv¬ 
ice,  past  business  activities  of  Collier,  and 
Collier’s  alleged  involvement  in  unlawful 
or  discriminatory  practices. 

3.  By  Order  (FCC  62-250,  released 
March  5,  1962)  the  Commission  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing  in  another  proceeding 
the  mutually  exclusive  applications  of 
Laramie  Community  TV  Company, 
which  is  a  division  of  Collier  Community 
TV  Company,  Inc.  (Laramie  TV),  and 
Albany  Electronics,  Inc.  (Albany),  for 
construction  permits  for  VHF  translator 
stations  to  serve  Laramie,  and  Tie  Siding, 
Wyoming.  The  issues  in  that  proceeding 
require  a  determination  as  to  whether 
Laramie  TV’s  proposed  translators  are 
designed  primarily  to  interfere  with  the 
Albany  translators,  whether  Laramie  TV 
has  made  willful  misrepresentations  to 
the  Commission  in  contending  that  it 
was  forced  because  of  technical  reasons 
to  file  for  operation  on  channels  causing 
serious  adjacent  interference  to  Albany’s 
channels,  and,  if  so,  whether  Laramie 
TV  possesses  the  requisite  character 
qualifications  to  be  a  licensee.  At  a  hear¬ 
ing  session  in  the  Laramie  proceeding  on 
July  19,  1962,  Karl  O.  Krummel,  one  of 
the  general  partners  of  Collier,  testified 
that  Laramie  TV  was  wholly  owned, 
operated  and  controlled  by  Collier.  He 
disclosed  that  Laramie  TV  was  one  of 
six  TV  systems  owned  by  Collier 
Community  TV  Co.  and  that  all  of  the 
stock  of  Collier  Community  TV  Co.  was 
owned  by  Collier.  Krummel  further 
testified  that  he  and  J.  E.  Collier,  the 
other  general  partner  of  Collier,  were 
involved  in  all  of  the  activities  of  Lara¬ 
mie  TV  including  general  supervisory 
duties,  policy  making  decisions,  and  all 
matters  concerning  the  services  re¬ 
quested  in  the  Laramie  application. 

4.  Since  it  has  been  established  in  the 
Laramie  proceeding  that  the  principals 
of  Laramie  TV  and  Collier  are  the  same, 
the  resolution  of  the  character  qualifica¬ 
tion  issues  in  that  proceeding  may  be 
material  to  the  outcome  of  the  instant 
proceeding.  Although  petitioner  bases 


1  Before  the  Review  Board  for  considera¬ 
tion  are  (1)  a  petition  to  change  issues,  filed 
by  the  Common  Carrier  Bureau  on  October 
22,  1962;  (2)  an  opposition  to  petition  to 
change  issues,  filed  by  Collier  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  on  November  6,  1962;  (3)  a  statement 
In  support  of  petition  to  change  issues,  filed 
by  Frontier  Broadcasting  Company  on  No¬ 
vember  6,  1962;  and  (4)  a  statement  in  sup¬ 
port  of  petition  to  change  issues,  filed  by 
the  Broadcast  Bureau  on  November  6,  1962. 

No.  22 - 3 


its  request  on  testimony  given  on  July 
19,  1962,  showing  the  relationship  be¬ 
tween  Collier  and  Laramie  TV,  it  did 
not  file  its  instant  request  until  October 
22,  1962.  No  circumstances  are  alleged 
by  petitioner  which  justify  the  undue 
length  of  time  between  this  testimony 
and  the  filing  date.  It  is  therefore  ap¬ 
parent  that  the  instant  request  must  be 
denied  as  untimely.  However,  in  view  of 
the  materiality  of  the  character  qualifi¬ 
cations  issue  in  the  Laramie  proceeding 
to  the  public  interest  determination  in 
the  instant  proceeding,  it  appears  appro¬ 
priate  to  amend  the  issue  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  on  our  own  motion.  Collier  objects 
that  it  may  be  forced  to  submit  con¬ 
jectural  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions 
of  law  if  the  Collier  proceeding  termi¬ 
nates  before  a  decision  is  rendered  in 
the  Laramie  proceeding.  This  objection 
is  without  foundation  in  view  of  the 
authority  of  the  Hearing  Examiner  not 
to  require  the  submission  of  proposed 
findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law 
in  the  instant  proceeding  before  a  de¬ 
cision  is  rendered  in  the  Laramie  pro¬ 
ceeding.  The  same  Hearing  Examiner 
is  the  presiding  officer  in  both  proceed¬ 
ings,  Collier  and  Laramie  are  represented 
by  the  same  counsel,  and,  as  previously 
indicated,  the  ownership  and  manage¬ 
ment  of  these  two  applicants  are 
identical.* 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  24th 
day  of  January  1963,  that  the  motion  to 
change  issues,  filed  by  the  Common  Car¬ 
rier  Bureau  on  October  22,  1962,  is 
denied:  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  issues 
in  this  proceeding  are  amended  to  read 
as  follows:  “To  determine,  in  the  light  of 
the  evidence  adduced  on  the  foregoing 
issues  and  in  light  of  the  Commission’s 
findings  and  conclusions  with  respect  to 
Laramie  Community  TV  Company  and 
its  principals  in  Docket  No.  14552,  wheth¬ 
er  a  grant  of  any  or  all  of  the  captioned 
applications  to  Collier  Electric  Company 
would  serve  the  public  interest,  conven¬ 
ience  or  necessity.’’ 

Released:  January  28,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,* 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Dissent  of  Board  Member  Joseph  N.  Nelson 

I  dissent. 

While  I  recognize  the  merits  of  the  pro¬ 
cedure  adopted  by  the  majority  of  the 
Board,  I  am  concerned  with  Its  legal  pro¬ 
priety.  As  framed  by  the  Board,  the 
amended  Issue  would  permit  a  denial  of  the 
Instant  application  for  renewal,  not  on  the 
basis  of  Issues,  evidence,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  In  the  Instant  proceedings,  but  on 
Issues,  evidence,  findings  and  conclusions  In 
another  proceeding  Involving  applications  for 
new  stations  filed  by  a  different  corporate 
applicant  having  common  principals. 


2  The  procedure  herein  adopted  Is  in  accord 
with  the  Commission’s  action  In  Edina  Corp. 
(FCC  62-845,  released  July  31,  1962)  and 
KFNF  Broadcasting  Corporation  (FCC  62- 
564,  released  May  28,  1962)  In  which  final 
action  to  be  taken  In  each  of  the  proceedings 
Is  made  contingent  upon  the  result  reached 
in  a  co-pendlng  proceeding  Involving  the 
same  applicant. 

*  See  dissenting  statement  of  Board  Mem¬ 
ber  Nelson. 


The  Communications  Act  prohibits  the 
denial  of  a  renewal  application  without  a 
hearing.  This  has  been  interpreted  to  mean 
a  full  and  complete  evidentiary  hearing. 
Section  7(d)  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act  provides  that  “The  transcript  of 
testimony  and  exhibits,  together  with  all 
papers  and  requests  filed  In  the  proceeding, 
shall  constitute  the  exclusive  record  for  de¬ 
cision.  *  *  *”  (Emphasis  added.)  The 
same  language  Is  contained  in  §  1.158  of  the 
Commission’s  rules.  **•  •  •  The  statement 
of  the  exclusiveness*  of  the  record  of  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  hearings  Is  a  necessary  recog¬ 
nition  that  upon  It,  and  no  other  evidence, 
the  further  administrative  proceedings  must 
be  had,  the  final  administrative  decision 
made,  and  Judicial  review  be  confined  •  •  •” 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  Legislative 
History,  79th  Congress,  2d  Session,  Senate 
Document  No.  248,  page  32. 

As  I  see  it,  the  instant  proceedings  required 
the  framing  of  appropriate  issues  and  a  con¬ 
solidated  hearing  on  the  common  issues.  Cf. 
Hearing  Order  In  re  Applications  of  Howard 
W.  Davis,  tr/as  The  Walmac  Company 
(Docket  No.  13289);  Hearing  Orders  adopted 
October  10, 1947  (Mlmeo.  13453)  and  January 
30,  1948  (Mlmeo.  15250,  FCC  48-165)  In  re 
New  England  Theatres,  Inc.,  Docket  Nos. 
8557  et  al. 

[FJR.  Doc.  63-1065;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:50  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  12445-12450;  FCC  63M-119] 

FLORIDA  GULFCOAST  BROAD¬ 
CASTERS,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Florida  Gulfcoast 
Broadcasters,  Incorporated,  Largo,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Docket  No.  12445,  File  No.  BPCT- 
2371;  City  of  St.  Petersburg,  Florida 
(WSUN-TV) ,  Largo,  Florida,  Docket  No. 
12446,  File  No.  BPCT-2373;  Suncoast 
Cities  Broadcasting  Corporation,  Largo, 
Florida,  Docket  No.  12447,  File  No. 
BPCT-2389;  Tampa  Telecasters,  Inc., 
Largo,  Florida,  Docket  No.  12448,  File 
No.  BPCT-2432;  WTSP-TV,  Inc.,  Largo, 
Florida,  Docket  No.  12449,  File  No. 
BPCT-2437 ;  Bay  Area  Telecasting 
Corporation,  Largo,  Florida,  Docket  No. 
12450,  File  No.  BPCT-2445;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permits  for  television  broadcast 
stations. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  (1)  a  “Motion  for  Adjust¬ 
ment  of  Further  Hearing  Date”  filed  by 
WTSP-TV,  Inc.  on  January  22,  1963,  re¬ 
questing  that  the  hearing  presently 
scheduled  for  January  28,  1963,  be  con¬ 
tinued  to  February  11,  1963;  and  (2)  a 
“Provisional  Opposition  to  Motion  for 
Adjustment  of  Further  Hearing  Date” 
filed  on  January  24,  1963,  by  the  City  of 
St.  Petersburg; 

It  appearing,  that  the  proviso  attached 
to  the  opposition  of  the  City  of  St. 
Petersburg  to  the  motion  for  readjust¬ 
ment  of  the  hearing  date  is  inappropriate 
and  will  have  no  force  or  affect  upon  the 
rulings  made  on  the  two  matters  pres¬ 
ently  pending  before  the  Examiner ;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  on  resump¬ 
tion  of  the  hearing,  WTSP-TV,  Inc.,  is 
to  present  its  rebuttal  evidence,  and  the 
parties  are  to  take  up  all  unfinished 
matters  remaining  from  the  earlier 
stages  of  the  hearing ;  and 

It  further  appearing,,  that  on  Janu¬ 
ary  14,  1963,  the  City  of  Gt.  Petersburg, 


*ffii  *•■  ^SjUbium.; 
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[Docket  No.  14673. 14674;  PCC  63M-1111 

RELIABLE  BROADCASTING  CO.  AND 
BLUE  RIDGE  MOUNTAIN  BROAD¬ 
CASTING  CO. 

Order  Scheduling  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Thurman  P.  Chit¬ 
wood,-  Paul  J.  Smith  and  Vern  L.  Kuhl- 
man,  d/b  as  Reliable  Broadcasting  Co.,- 
Calhoun,  Georgia,  Docket  No.  14673,  Pile 
No.  BP-14483;  Blue  Ridge  Mountain 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.,  Ellijay, 
Georgia,  Docket  No.  14674,  Pile  No.  BP- 
14942;  for  construction  permits. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  the  Memorandum  Opinion 
and  Order  of  the  Review  Board  released 
herein  on  January  21, 1963; 

It  appearing,  that  it  is  appropriate  to 
convene  a  hearing  conference  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  the  method  and 
timing  for  the  presentation  of  evidence 
on  the  issue  added  by  the  Review  Board’s 
said  order; 

It  is  ordered.  This  22d  day  of  January 
1963,  that  a  hearing  conference  will  be 
held  on  January  31,  1963,  commencing 
at  9:00  ajn.  in  the  offices  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  January  23, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  63-1069;  Plied,  Jan.  30,  1963; 
8:50  am.] 


Florida  filed  a  “Motion  to  Take  Deposi-  show  cause  why  there  should  not  be  ra¬ 
tion  by  Written  Interrogatories  of  Wit-  voked  the  license  for  radio  station  4Q0384 
ness  George  J.  Christie,  pursuant  to  in  the  Citizens  Radio  Service. 

§  1.123(a)  (3)  of  the  Commission’s  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief ,  Safety 
rules”,  and  that  opposition  to  said  and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau,  un¬ 
motion  has  been  filed  which  will  necessi-  der  delegated  authority,  having  under 
tate  oral  argument  before  the  Examiner;  consideration  the  matter  of  certain  al¬ 
and  leged  violations  of  the  Commission’s 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  City  of  rules  in  connection  with  the  operation  of 
St.  Petersburg  has  not  as  yet  completed  the  above-captioned  station; 
the  presentation  of  its  case,  and  in  the  It  appearing,  that,  pursuant  to  §  1.76 
event  of  a  grant  of  the  above-mentioned  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  written  notice 
notice  to  take  depositions,  that  the  pres-  of  violation  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
entation  of  the  rebuttal  case  of  WTSP—  was  served  upon  the  above-named  li- 
TV  could  not  be  completed  during  the  censee  at  address  of  record  as  fol- 
hearing  session  scheduled  to  begin  on  iows:  official  Notice  of  Violation  dated 
January  28, 1963;  and  January  9,  1962,  alleging  violation  of 

It  further  appearing,  that  one  of  the 
counsel  for  WTSP-TV,  Inc.  must  partici¬ 
pate  in  another  hearing  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  during  the  remainder  of  this 
week,  and  the  other  counsel  has  been 
occupied  in  preparation  of  the  response 
to  the  City’s  motion  to  take  Mr. 

Christie’s  deposition  by  written  inter¬ 
rogatories  and  by  the  press  of  other 
duties  which  will  not  allow  adequate  op¬ 
portunity  to  prepare  and  present  the 
WTSP-TV,  Inc.  rebuttal  case  starting  on 
January  28,  1963,  regardless  of  the  out¬ 
come  of  the  motion  by  the  City  for  the 
deposition  for  Mr.  Christie;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  because 
of  the  necessity  of  notifying  witnesses 
and  performing  other  tasks  associated 
with  the  presentation  of  the  rebuttal 
case  of  WTSP-TV,  Inc.,  public  interest 
requires  that  expedited  action  on  the 
above  motion  be  taken;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  a  readjust¬ 
ment  of  the  scheduled  hearing  date 
would  not  delay  the  completion  of  the 
hearing  and  the  closing  of  the  record  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding,  and  that 
good  cause  has  been  shown  for  a  grant 
of  the  requested  readjustment  of  the 
hearing  date; 

It  is  ordered.  This  25th  day  of  Janu¬ 
ary  1963,  that  the  “Motion  for  Adjust¬ 
ment  of  Further  Hearing  Date”  filed  by 
WTSP-TV,  Inc.  on  January  22,  1963, 
be,  and  the  same  is,  hereby  granted,  and 
tfcat  the  hearing  presently  scheduled  for 
January  28,  1963,  be,  and  the  same  is, 
hereby  continued  to  February  11,  1963; 
and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  “Pro¬ 
visional  Opposition  to  Motion  for  Ad¬ 
justment  of  Further  Rearing  Date”  filed 
by  City  of  St.  Petersburg  on  January  24, 

1963,  be,  and  the  same  is,  hereby  denied. 

Released:  January  28, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1066;  Filed,  Jan.  30.  1963; 

8:50  am.] 


[Docket  No.  14939;  FCC63M-1 18]  Mountain  Broadcasting  Company,  Inc., 

.  ____  Ellijay,  Georgia,  Docket  No.  14674,  File 

McLENDON  CORp.  No.  BP-14942;  for  construction  permits. 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing  The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 

consideration  the  informal  request  of 
In  ttie  matter  of  the  McLendon  Cor-  Blue  Ridge  Mountain  Broadcasting 
poration,  licensee  of  Standard  Broadcast  Company,  Inc.  for  continuance  of  the 
Station  WYNR,  Chicago,  Illinois;  Docket  hearing  conference  now  scheduled  for 
No.  14939.  January  31, 1963; 

It  is  ordered,  This  25th  day  of  Jan-  it  is  ordered.  This  24th  day  of  Janu- 
uary  1963,  that  James  D.  Cunningham  ary  1963,  that  the  hearing  conference 
will  preside  in  the  above-entitled  pro-  now  scheduled  for  January  31,  1963,  is 
ceeding,  and  that  the  introduction  of  evi-  continued  to  February  5,  1963,  com- 
dence  therein  will  commence  on  Maroh  5,  mencing  at  9:00  ajn.  in  the  offices  of  the 
1963,  in  Chicago,  Illinois.  Commission  at  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  January  25, 1963.  Released:  January  25, 1963. 

Federal  Communications  Federal  Communications 

Commission,  Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple,  [seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary.  Acting  Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  63-1068;  Filed,  Jan.  80,  1968;  [F.R.  Doc.  68-1070;  Filed,  Jan.  80,  1963; 

8:50  am.]  8:50  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14930] 

PETER  A.  LINDQUIST 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  Peter  A.  Lindquist, 
Morgantown,  West  Virginia;  order  to 
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{Docket  No.  14081] 

ANDREW  JOHN  TALLEY  AND  SOD  & 
LANDSCAPE  CO. 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  Andrew  John  Talley, 
d.b.a.  Sod  &  Landscape  Co.,  Miami, 
Florida;  order  to  show  cause  why  there 
should  not  be  revoked  the  license  for 
radio  station  KDH-1467  in  the  Citizens 
Radio  Service. 

The  Commission,  by  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau, 
under  delegated  authority,  having  under 
consideration  the  matter  of  certain 
alleged  violations  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  in  connection  with  the  operation 
of  the  above-captioned  station; 

It  appearing,  that,  pursuant  to  §  1.76 
of  the  Commission's  rules,  written  notice 
of  violation  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
was  served  upon  the  above-named 
licensee  at  his  address  of  record  as 
follows:  Official  Notice  of  Violation 
dated  August  1,  1962,  alleging  violation 
on  July  30,  1962,  of  §  19.61  (a)  and  (c) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

It  further  appearing,  that  said  licensee 
did  not  reply  to  such  communication  or 
to  a  follow-up  letter  dated  September  4, 
1962  also  mailed  to  the  licensee  at  his 
address  of  record;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  licensee  has  repeatedly 
violated  §  1.76  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 

It  is  ordered.  This  24th  day  of  January 
1963,  pursuant  to  section  312  (a)  (4)  and 
(c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  and  §  0.291(b)  (8)  of 
Part  0  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  that 
the  said  licensee  show  cause  why  the 
license  for  the  above-captioned  radio 
station  should  not  be  revoked,  and  ap¬ 
pear  and  give  evidence  in  respect  thereto 
at  a  hearing  to  be  held  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  by  subsequent  order; 
and  - 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Acting 
Secretary  send  a  copy  of  this  Order  by 
Certified  Mail — Return  Receipt  Re¬ 
quested  to  the  said  licensee  at  his  last 
known  address  of  1351  Northwest  79th 
Street,  Miami  47,  Florida. 

Released:  January  28, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

{F.R.  Doc.  63-1072;  Filed,  Jan.  80,  1063; 

8:61  am.] 


[Docket  Nos.  14882-14892;  FCC  63M-122] 

WESTERN  UNION  TELEGRAPH  CO. 
AND  CALIFORNIA  INTERSTATE 
TELEPHONE  CO. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  The  Western 
Union  Telegraph  Company,  Docket  No. 
14882,  File  No.  702-C1-P-63;  for  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  to  establish  new  facili¬ 
ties  in  the  Domestic  Public  Point-to- 
Point  Microwave  Radio  Service  at  Pasa¬ 
dena,  California;  Docket  No.  14883,  File 
No.  703-C1-P-63;  for  a  construction  per¬ 
mit  to  establish  new  facilities  in  the 
Domestic  Public  Point-to-Point  Micro¬ 


wave  Radio  Service  at  Montana  Mines, 
California;  Docket  No.  14884,  File  No. 
704-C1-P-63;  for  a  construction  permit 
to  establish  new  facilities  in  the  Domestic 
Public  Point-to-Point  Microwave  Radio 
Service  at  Goldstone,  California;  Docket 
No.  14885,  File  No.  705-C1-MP-63 ;  for 
modification  of  the  construction  permit, 
to  authorize  additional  facilities,  for 
Station  KNJ71  in  the  Domestic  Public 
Point-to-Point  Microwave  Radio  Service 
at  Bailey  Peak,  California;  Docket  No. 
14886,  File  No.  706-C1-MF-63;  for  modi¬ 
fication  of  the  construction  permit,  to 
authorize  additional  facilities,  for  Sta¬ 
tion  KNJ72  in  the  Domestic  Public  Point- 
to-Point  Microwave  Radio  Service  at 
Sierra  Peak,  California;  Docket  No. 
14887,  File  No.  707-C1-MP-63 ;  for  modi¬ 
fication  of  the  construction  permit,  to 
authorize  additional  facilities,  for  Sta¬ 
tion  KNJ73  in  the  Domestic  Public  Point- 
to-Point  Microwave  Radio  Service  at 
Shadow  Mountain,  California.  Cali¬ 
fornia  Interstate  Telephone  Company, 
Docket  No.  14888,  File  No.  1363-C1-P-63; 
for  a  construction  permit  to  establish 
new  facilities  in  the  Domestic  Public 
Point-to-Point  Microwave  Radio  Serv¬ 
ice  near  Port  Irwin,  California;  Docket 
No.  14889,  File  No.  1364-C1-P-63;  for  a 
construction  permit  to  establish  new  fa¬ 
cilities  in  the  Domestic  Public  Point-to- 
Point  Microwave  Radio  Service  near 
Goldstone,  California;  Docket  No.  14890, 
File  No.  1365-C1-P-63;  for  a  construc¬ 
tion  permit  to  add  new  facilities  to  Sta¬ 
tion  KMQ76  in  the  Domestic  Public 
Point-to-Point  Microwave  Radio  Service 
at  Kramer  Hills,  California;  Docket  No. 
14891,  File  No.  1366-C1-P-63 ;  for  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  to  add  new  facilities  to 
Station  KMQ77  in  the  Domestic  Public 
Point-to-Point  Microwave  Radio  Service 
at  Victorville,  California;  Docket  No. 
14892,  File  No.  1367-C1-P-63;  for  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  to  add  new  facilities  to 
Station  KMQ78  in  the  Domestic  Public 
Point-to-Point  Microwave  Radio  Service 
near  Crestline,  California. 

Pursuant  to  agreements  reached  on 
the  record  of  the  prehearing  conference 
held  herein  January  25, 1963; 

It  is  ordered,  This  25th  day  of  January 
1963,  that  the  parties  herein  (including 
any  intervenors  who  may  hereafter  be 
authorized  to  participate)  effect  a  mutu¬ 
al  exchange  of  proposed  testimony  and 
exhibits  with  respect  to  all  of  the  issues 
set  out  in  paragraph  6  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  of  December  11, 1962,  herein 
(except  with  respect  to  Issue  6(e) ) ;  with 
the  understanding  that  the  matters  pre¬ 
sented  with  respect  to  items  (b)  and  (d) 
may  be  reasonably  supplemented  at  the 
time  of  hearing;  and  with  the  further 
understanding  that  the  testimony  of  any 
witness  not  under  the  control  of  the 
respective  affected  party  need  not  be  ex¬ 
changed  in  advance  if  such  action  is 
impractical  (in  such  case  the  witness  is, 
however,  to  be  identified  if  that  is  prac¬ 
ticable  on  the  exchange  date) ;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  ex¬ 
change  prescribed  above  is  to  be  effected 
by  personal  (not  mail)  delivery  on  or 
before  February  20, 1963 ;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  hearing 
heretofore  scheduled  for  February  20, 


1963,  is  postponed  to  March  4,  1963,  at 
the  time  and  place  originally  prescribed; 
and  - 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  further 
prehearing  conference  be  held  in  this 
matter  at  9:00  a.m.,  on  February  15, 
1963,  at  the  Commission’s  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  January  28, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1073;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 
8:51  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14928] 

DALE  E.  ZACHARIAS 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  Dale  E.  Zacharias, 
Huntington  Beach,  California;  order  to 
show  cause  why  there  should  not  be  re¬ 
voked  the  license  for  radio  station  KEJ 
4428  in  the  Citizens  Radio  Service. 

The  Commission,  by  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau, 
under  delegated  authority,  having  under 
consideration  the  matter  of  certain 
alleged  violations  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  in  connection  with  the  operation  of 
the  above-captioned  station; 

It  appearing,  that,  pursuant  to  §  1.76 
of  the  Commission’s  rides,  written  notice 
of  violation  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
was  served  upon  the  above-named  licen¬ 
see  at  his  address  of  record  as  follows: 
Official  Notice  of  Violation  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  26,  1962,  alleging  that  on  October  8, 

1962,  the  referenced  radio  station  was 
observed  operating  in  violation  of  §  19.33 
of  the  Commission’s  rides. 

It  further  appearing,  that  said  li¬ 
censee  did  not  reply  to  such  communica¬ 
tion  or  to  a  follow-up  letter  dated 
November  19,  1962  also  mailed  to  the 
licensee  at  his  address  of  record;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view 
of  the  foregoing,  the  licensee  has  re¬ 
peatedly  violated  §  1.76  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rides; 

It  is  ordered,  This  24th  day  of  January 

1963,  pursuant  to  section  312  (a)  (4)  and 
(c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  and  §  0.291(b)  (8)  of 
Part  0  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  that 
the  said  licensee  show  cause  why  the 
license  for  the  above-captioned  radio 
station  should  not  be  revoked,  and 
appear  and  give  evidence  in  respect 
thereto  at  a  hearing  to  be  held  at  a 
time  and  place  to  be  specified  by  sub¬ 
sequent  order;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Acting 
Secretary  send  a  copy  of  this  Order  by 
Certified  Mail — Return  Receipt  Re¬ 
quested  to  the  said  licensee  at  his  last 
known  address  of  16572  Isby  Lane, 
Huntington  Beach,  Calif. 

Released:  January  28, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FJR.  Doc.  63-1074;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 
8:51  ajn.] 
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NOTICES 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

ALCOA  STEAMSHIP  CO.f  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Memorandum  of 
Agreement  With  Respect  to  Modi¬ 
fication  of  Certain  Approved  Agree¬ 
ments 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  document  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763 ;  46  U.S.C. 
814) : 

Alcoa  Steamship  Company  Inc.,  and 
other  parties  (originating  carriers)  have 
filed  a  memorandum  to  modify  the  fol¬ 
lowing  transhipment  agreements; 

Agree¬ 

ment 

No.  Originating  Carrier 

7705  Member  lines  of  the  WINAC  Con¬ 
ference. 

7927  Moore-McCormack  Lines,  Inc. 

7928  United  States  Navigation  Co.,  Inc. 

7933  Bristol  City  Line  of  Steamships,  Ltd. 
7959  Norddeutscher  Lloyd  (North  German 

Lloyd). 

7961  Hamburg- Amerika  Linie  (Hamburg- 
Amerlca  Line) . 

7969  Compagnie  Generale  Transatlantique. 
7971  Black  Diamond  Steamship  Corp. 

7974  N.V.  Nederlandsch  -  Amerikaansche 
Stoomvaart-Maatschappij  (Holland 
America  Line). 

7986  United  States  Lines  Co. 

7987  Det  Forenede  Dampskibs-Selskab 

Aktieselskab. 

7989  A/B  Svenska  Amerika  Llnien  (Swedish 
American  Line)  and  Rederiaktie- 
bolaget-Transatlantlc  Steamship 
Company,  Ltd. 

8011  Thorden  Lines,  AJB. 

8012  Navlera  Aznar,  S.A. 

8153  lino  Kaiun  Kaisha,  Ltd. 

8259  American  Pioneer  Line  (United  States 
Lines  Co.) . 

8289  Flota  Merc  ante  Crancolombiana,  S.A. 

8303  Booth  Steamship  Co.,  Ltd. 

8304  Lamport  &  Holt  Line,  Ltd.  , 

8314  Brodin  Line. 

8343  Hellenic  Lines  Ltd. 

8346  Kawasaki  Kisen  Kaisha,  Ltd.  (Khine) . 
8364  Hoegh  Lines. 

8367  Hamburg-Sudamerikanlsche  D  a  m- 
pfschiffahrts-Gesellschaft  Eggert  & 
Amslnck. 

8412  A.  P.  Moller-Maersk  Line. 

8428  Cuba,  Mexico  and  West  Indies  Steam¬ 
ship  Company,  Inc. 

8532  Mexican  Line  “Transportacion  Marl- 
tlma  Mexlcana,  S  A.” 

8556  'Cla  Sudamerlcana  de  Vapores. 

8561  Grace  Line  Inc. 

8612  The  United  Fruit  Co. 

8636  States  Marine  Lines. 

8638  Isthmian  Lines,  Inc. 

8665  United  PhiUpplne  Lines. 

8672  Mitsui  Steamship  Company,  Ltd., 

(Mitsui  Line) . 

8673  Mitsubishi  Shipping  Company,  Ltd. 

8674  N.T.K.  Line  (Nippon  Tusen  Kaisha) . 
8676  Shinnihon  Steamship  Co.,  Ltd.  (Shln- 

nihon  Line) . 

8696  American  President  Lines,  Ltd. 

8697  American  President  Lines,  Ltd. 

8701  ,De  La  Rama  Lines. 

8716  Osaka  Shosen  Kaisha,  Ltd. 

8717  Cunard  Steam-Ship  Co.  Ltd. 

8721  Anchor  Line,  Ltd. 

8732  Cosmopolitan  Shipping  Co.,  Inc. 

8734  Maritime  Company  of  the  PhUippines. 
8736  Cunard  Steam-Ship  Company  Ltd. 
8741  American  Export  Lines,  Inc. 

8746  M.A.N.Z.  Line. 

8884  Barber  Fera-Ville  Lines. 

8887  Barber  Wilhelmsen  Line. 


The  parties  to  the  foregoing  tranship¬ 
ment  agreements  have  mutually  agreed 
that  all  of  the  said  agreements  be 
changed  to  show  as  transhipment  points 
in  the  North  Atlantic,  the  ports  of  Phila¬ 
delphia  and  Baltimore,  and  to  eliminate 
the  ports  of  New  York  and  Norfolk  as 
points  of  transhipment  wherever  said 
ports  may  appear,  effective  upon  ap¬ 
proval  by  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
memorandum  of  Agreement  and  obtain 
copies  thereof  at  the  Bureau  of  Foreign 
Regulation,  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  may  submit 
to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  within  five 
(5)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register,  written  state¬ 
ments  with  reference  to  the  memoran¬ 
dum  of  agreement  and  their  position  as 
to  approval,  disapproval,  or  modification, 
together  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  January  28,  1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  63-1054;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:48  a.m.] 


CITY  OF  PORTLAND  ET  AL. 
Notice  of  Agreement  for  Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763;  46  U.S.C. 
814): 

Agreement  No.  8985,  between  the  City 
of  Portland,  Commission  of  Public  Docks, 
and  Cargill,  Incorporated,  provides  for 
a  20-year  lease  of  certain  terminal  prop¬ 
erty  and  grain  elevator  facilities  at  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon.  Rates  and  charges  for 
storage  and  other  services  at  the  facility 
are  to  be  competitive  with  other  grain 
terminal  elevators  on  the  Columbia 
River. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  may  submit  within  20  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  written  statements 
with  reference  to  the  agreement  and 
their  position  as  to  approval,  disapproval, 
or  modification,  together  with  request 
for  hearing  should  such  hearing  be  de¬ 
sired. 

Dated:  January  28, 1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

%  Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1055;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:49  am.] 


MARSEILLES/NORTH  ATLANTIC  USA 
FREIGHT  CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 


for  approval  with  the  Commission  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act. 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46  U.S.C. 
814): 

Agreement  5660-6,  between  the  mem¬ 
ber  lines  of  the  Marseilles/North  Atlan¬ 
tic  USA  Freight  Conference,  modifies  the 
approved  agreement  of  that  Conference 
(Agreement  5660,  as  amended),  in  the 
trade  from  Marseilles,  France  to  U.S. 
Atlantic  Coast  ports.  This  modification 
amends  the  voting  provisions  of  the  said 
conference  agreement  to  provide  that  de¬ 
cisions  on  rate  matters  shall  be  by  two- 
thirds  majority  vote  of  the  member  lines, 
instead  of  unanimous  vote,  less  one,  as 
presently  provided. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  may  submit  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.C.,  within  10  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister,  written  statements  with  reference 
to  the  agreement  and  their  position  as 
to  approval,  disapproval,  or  modification, 
together  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  January  28, 1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[FJR.  Doc.  63-1056;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:49  a.m.] 


AMERICAN  FLAG  STEAMSHIP  LINES 
Notice  of  Filing  of  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46 
U.S.C.  814) : 

Agreement  8980,  between  17  American 
Flag  Steamship  Lines  covering  an  ar¬ 
rangement  whereby  the  member  lines 
may  meet  together  to  discuss  and  agree 
on  matters  of  mutual  interest  and 
courses  of  action  to  promote  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Merchant  Marine  and  Commerce 
in  the  export  and  import  trades  of  the 
United  States. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  and  may  submit  to  the 
Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  within  20 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register,  written  state¬ 
ments  with  reference  to  the  agreement 
and  their  position  as  to  approval,  dis¬ 
approval,  or  modification,  together  with 
request  for  hearing  should  such  hearing 
be  desired.  > 

Dated:  January  28, 1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  63-1057;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:49  am.] 
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AMERICAN  AND  AUSTRALIAN 
STEAMSHIP  LINE  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
following  described  agreement  has  been 
filed  with  the  Commission  for  approval 
pursuant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46 
U.S.C.  814) : 

Agreement  6200-A-3,  between  Ameri¬ 
can  &  Australian  Steamship  Line,  Port 
and  Associated  Lines,  The  Bank  Line, 
Limited,  United  States  Lines  Company 
(member  lines  of  the  UJ3.  Atlantic  and 
Gulf/Australia-New  Zealand  Confer¬ 
ence)  Montreal  Australia  New  Zealand 
Line  Limited  (MANZ  Line) ,  the 
present  parties  to  Agreement  6200-A,  as 
amended,  and  Hamburp-Sudameri- 
kanische  Dampfschiffahrts-Gesellschaft, 
Eggert  &  Amsinck  (Columbus  Line), 
modifies  Agreement  6200-A,  as  amended, 
to  record  the  admission  of  the  latter 
carrier  to  participation  therein.  Agree¬ 
ment  6200-A,  as  amended,  is  an  agree¬ 
ment  between  the  Conference  lines  and 
MANZ  Line  under  which  conference 
rates  and  conditions  are  to  be  observed 
by  the  MANZ  Line  on  cargo  moving 
from  Canadian  Atlantic  ports  to  Aus¬ 
tralia  and  New  Zealand.  The  conference 
lines  will  not  load  cargo  at  Canadian 
Atlantic  ports  and  the  MANZ  Line  will 
not  load  cargo  at  U.S.  Atlantic  and  Gulf 
ports  except  by  unanimous  agreement. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  and  may  submit  to  the 
Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  within  20  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  written  statements 
with  reference  to  the  agreement  and 
their  position  as  to  approval,  disap¬ 
proval,  or  modification,  together  with 
request  for  hearing  should  such  hearing 
be  desired. 

Dated:  January  28,  1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  63-1058;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:49  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  G-13221  etc.] 

UNION  TEXAS  PETROLEUM  ET  AL. 

Order  Severing  Proceedings  and 
Further  Consolidating  Proceedings 

January  22,  1963. 

Union  Texas  Petroleum,  a  division  of 
Allied  Chemical  Corporation,  et  al.. 
Docket  No.  G-13221,  et  al.;  W.  E. 
Walker  and  J.  R.  Meeker,  Docket  No. 
G-13265;  Texas  Gulf  Producing  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  Nqs.  G— 14832  and  CI63- 
772;  Sun  Oil  Company,  Docket  No.  G- 
15267;  Socony  Mobil  Oil  Company.  Inc., 


Docket  No.  G-17625;  Continental  Oil 
Company,  Docket  Nos.  G-17649  and 
CI62-147 ;  Newmont  Oil  Company,  Dock¬ 
et  No.  G-17765;  The  California  Com¬ 
pany,  a  division  of  California  Oil  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  No.  CI61-1285;  The  At¬ 
lantic  Refining  Company,  Docket  No. 
CI62-146;  Joseph  M.  Rault,  Jr.,  Inc., 
Docket  No.  CI61-670;  Texaco,  Inc.,  Dock¬ 
et  Nos.  CI63-449  and  CI63-756;  Cities 
Service  Production  Company,  Docket  No. 
CI62-135;  Tidewater  Oil  Company, 
Docket  No.  CI62-137 ;  M.  F.  McCain,  et 
al..  Docket  No.  CI62-582;  Gene  M. 
Woodfin,  et  al..  Docket  No.  CI62-1019; 
Samedan  Oil  Corporation  (operator) ,  et 
al.,  Docket  No.  CI62-1028;  Union  Oil 
Company  of  California  (operator) ,  et  al.. 
Docket  No.  CI62-1120;  Austral  Oil  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  agent  for  Oil  Participations, 
Inc.,  Docket  No.  CI63-342;  Humble  Oil 
&  Refining  Company,  Docket  Nos.  CI63- 
455  and  CI63-755;  Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas 
Company,  et  al..  Docket  No.  CI63-463; 
Texas  Pacific  Coal  and  Oil  Company  (op¬ 
erator),  et  al..  Docket  No.  CI63-469; 
George  R.  Brown  (operator) ,  et  al.. 
Docket  No.  CI63-523;  Southwest  Gas 
Producing  Company,  Inc.,  Docket  No. 
CI63-748;  Colorado  Oil  and  Gas  Corpo¬ 
ration,  Docket  No.  CI63-813;  area  rate 
proceeding,  et  al..  Docket  No.  AR61-2, 
et  al.  ;  D.  J.  Simmons,  et  al.,  d/b/a  Far¬ 
rell  &  Company  of  Louisiana,  et  al., 
Docket  No.  G-4324. 

On  December  31,  1962,  by  order,  we 
consolidated  301  independent  producer 
certificate  proceedings  concerning  sales 
of  natural  gas  produced  in  South  Louisi¬ 
ana  for  hearing  and  fixed  a  date  for  pre- 
hearing  conference  on  January  28,  1963. 
Each  of  the  above-listed  proceedings  also 
concerns  sales  in  interstate  commerce  of 
natural  gas  produced  in  South  Louisiana 
and  should  be  consolidated  with  the  orig¬ 
inal  301  for  prompt  hearing  for  the  same 
reasons  set  out  in  the  December  31  order. 

On  November  2, 1962,  Socony  Mobil  Oil 
Company,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  G-17625,  Con¬ 
tinental  Oil  Company,  Docket  No.  G- 
17649  and  Newmont  Oil  Company,  Dock¬ 
et  No.  G-17765,  fled  a  joint  settlement 
proposal  in  those  proceedings.  It  is  ap¬ 
propriate  that  this  proposal  be  considered 
by  the  parties  to  those  proceedings  dur¬ 
ing  the  prehearing  conference  to  com¬ 
mence  January  28,  1963.  Accordingly, 
the  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos.  G-17625, 
G-17649  and  G-17765  will  be  severed  from 
the  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos.  AR61-2, 
et  al.,  and  consolidated  herein. 

The  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos.  CI62- 
582,  CI63-342,  CI63-449,  CI63-455,  CI63- 
469  and  CI63-523  were  consolidated  for 
hearing  with  a  number  of  certificate  ap¬ 
plications  by  notice  in  the  proceedings 
entitled  D.  J.  Simmons,  et  al.,  d/b/a 
Farrell  &  Company  of  Louisiana,  et  al., 
Docket  Nos.  G-4324,  et  al.,  issued  De¬ 
cember  20, 1962.  Since  these  six  proceed¬ 
ings  are  concerned  with  sales  of  gas  from 
South  Louisiana,  it  is  proper  that  they  be 
severed  from  the  consolidated  proceed¬ 
ings  in  Docket  Nos.  G-4324,  et  al.,  and 
be  consolidated  for  hearing  herein. 

In  our  order  of  December  21, 1962,  con¬ 
ditionally  approving  the  settlement  pro¬ 
posal  in  Continental  Oil  Company,  et  al., 
Docket  Nos.  G-11024,  et  al.,  we  amended 


the  outstanding  temporary  authoriza¬ 
tions  held  by  Continental  Oil  Company  in 
Docket  No.  CI62-147,  The  Atlantic  Re¬ 
fining  Company  in  Docket  No.  CI62-146, 
Cities  Service  Production  Company  in 
Docket  No.  CI62-135  and  Tidewater  Oil 
Company  in  Docket  No.  CI62-137.  Part 
of  the  amendment  read: 

•  •  •  that  such  price  shall  be  changed  to 
agree  prospectively  with  whatever  initial 
service  price  is  determined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  an  order  which  becomes  final  and 
no  longer  subject  to  judicial  review  In  Dock¬ 
et  Nos.  AR61-2,  et  al.,  or  other  similar  pro¬ 
ceeding;  *  •  •  (mlmeo.  p.  6) . 

The  proper  proceeding  in  which  to  con¬ 
sider  the  applications  for  permanent  cer¬ 
tificates  in  Docket  Nos.  CI62-147,  CI62- 
146,  CI62-135  and  CI62-137  is  the  con¬ 
solidated  certificate  proceeding  contem¬ 
plated  by  this  order  and  our  December 
31,  order.  Accordingly,  the  applications 
in  Docket  Nos.  CI62-147,  CI62-146,  CI62- 
135  and  CI62-137  will  be  severed  from 
Docket  Nos.  AR61-2,  et  al.,  and  con¬ 
solidated  for  hearing  herein. 

The  remaining  proceedings  listed  in 
the  caption  to  this  order  which  hereto¬ 
fore  have  been  consolidated  with  area 
rate  proceeding.  Docket  Nos.  AR61-2, 
et  al.  (listed  in  finding  (1)  below)  also 
should  be  severed  from  Docket  Nos. 
AR61-2,  et  al.,  and  consolidated  herein. 

The  Commission  finds : 

(1)  It  is  appropriate  and  in  the  public 
interest  to  sever  the  matters  in  Docket 
Nos.  G-13265,  G— 14832,  G-15267,  G- 
17625,  G-17649,  G-17765,  CI62-147,  CI62- 
146,  CI61-670,  CI62-135,  CI62-137  and 
CI62-582  from  the  area  rate  proceeding, 
Docket  Nos.  AR61-2,  et  al. 

(2)  It  is  appropriate  and  in  the  public 
interest  to  sever  the  matters  in  Docket 
Nos.  CI62— 582,  CI63-342,  CI63-449,  CI63- 
455,  CI63— 469  and  CI63-523  from  the  con¬ 
solidated  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos.  G- 
4324,  etal. 

(3)  It  is  appropriate  and  in  the  public 
interest  to  consolidate  all  of  the  matters 
listed  in  the  appendix  to  this  order  for 
hearing  with  those  matters  heretofore 
consolidated  on  December  31,  1962,  by 
our  order  in  Union  Texas  Petroleum, 
et  al..  Docket  Nos.  G-13221,  et  al. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  matters  in  Docket  Nos.  G- 

13265,  G-14832,  G-15267,  G-17625,  G- 
17649,  G-17765,  CI62-147,  CI62-146, 

CI61-670,  CI62-135,  CI62-137  and  CI62- 
582  are  hereby  severed  from  the  consoli¬ 
dated  proceedings  in  area  rate  proceed¬ 
ing,  Docket  Nos.  AR61-2,  et  al. 

(B)  The  matters  in  Docket  Nos.  CI62- 
582,  CI63— 342,  CI63-449,  CI63-455,  CI63- 
469  and  CI63-523  are  hereby  severed 
from  the  consolidated  proceedings  in 
D.  J.  Simmons,  et  al.,  d/b/a  Farrell  & 
Company  of  Louisiana,  et  al.,  Docket 
Nos.  G-4324,  et  al. 

(C)  All  of  the  matters  listed  in  the 
appendix  attached  to  this  order  are 
hereby  consolidated  for  purposes  of  pre- 
hearing  conference  and  hearing  with  the 
matters  in  Union  Texas  Petroleum,  et 
al.,  Docket  Nos.  G-13221,  et  al. 

(D)  Persons  who  have  been  permitted 
to  intervene  in  the  individual  proceed¬ 
ings  consolidated  by  this  order  shall  be 
considered  interveners  in  this  consoli- 
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dated  proceeding  provided  that  on  or  be¬ 
fore  February  4,  1963,  they  file  with  the 
Commission  an  original  and  fourteen 
conformed  copies  of  a  statement  of  in¬ 
tention  to  participate  in  this  consoli¬ 
dated  proceeding. 

(E)  Persons  who  have  filed  protests 
or  petitions  to  intervene  in  the  indi¬ 
vidual  proceedings  consolidated  by  this 
order  will  be  considered  as  protestants 
or  petitioners  to  intervene  in  this  con¬ 
solidated  proceeding  provided  that  on  or 
before  February  4,  1963,  they  file  with 
the  Commission  an  original  and  14  con¬ 
formed  copies  of  a  statement  of  inten¬ 
tion  to  participate  in  this  consolidated 
proceeding. 


<F)  Further  protests  or  petitions  to 
intervene  in  the  proceedings  consoli¬ 
dated  by  this  order  may  be  filed  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  February  4, 
1963. 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioner 
O’Connor  not  participating. 

[seal]  Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Applicants  herein  propose  to  produce  and 
sell  natural  gas  In  interstate  commerce  from 
the  locations  and  under  the  conditions  as 
shown  in  this  appendix. 


Group  I 

(Pages  1-4) 

Applications  (and  amendments  thereto) 
for  certificates  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  pending — temporary  authorization 
issued. 

Group  H 

(Pages  5-6) 

Applications  for  certificates  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  pending — no  tempo¬ 
rary  authorizations  have  been  granted. 

Group  HE 

(Page  7) 

Application  to  amend  certificates  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity. 


Group  I 


Doeket  No. 

Applicant 

Field  and  location  . 

Purchaser 

Proposed 
initial  price 
cents/Mcf 
at  15.026 
psia 

Rate 
schedule 
and  con¬ 
tract  date 

Comments 

G-17625 . 

Socony  Mobil  Oil  Co.,  Inc _ 

East  Cameron  Block  62,  Cameron 
Parish,  La. 

Block  02  Field,  East  Cameron 
Area,  Offshore,  La. 

Tennessee  Gas  Transmis- 

19.6 

177 

G-17649 . 

Continental  Oil  Co _ 

sion  Co. 

19.5 

(12-12-58) 

165 

G-17766 . 

Newmont  Oil  Co _ _  _ 

19.5 

(12-31-68) 

4 

, 

C 161-670 . 

Joseph  M.  Rault,  Jr.,  Inc _ 

West  Delta  Block  83  Field,  Pla¬ 
quemines  Parish  La. 

East  Cameron  Area,  Offshore,  La 

. do . . 

20.5 

(12-30-68) 

1 

C 162-136 . 

Cities  Service  Production  Co.... 

•21.4 

(10-18-60) 

13 

•Temporary  certificate  amended 
to  19.5  by  settlement  order 
12-21-62. 

Do. 

C 162-137 . 

Tidewater  Oil  Go 

East  Cameron  Block  64  Field, 
Cameron  Parish,  La. 

Block  47  and  48,  Block  64  Field, 
East  Cameron  Area,  Offshore, 
La. 

•21.4 

(8-1-61) 

112 

C 162-146 . 

The  Atlantic  Refining  Co _ 

. do _ _ 

•21.4 

(8-3-61) 

235 

Do. 

CI62-147 . 

Continental  Oil  Go. 

•21.4 

(8-3-61) 

201 

Do. 

C 162-562 . 

M.  F.  McCain,  et  al _ 

Gibson  Field,  Terrebonne  Parish, 
La. 

North  Welsh  Field,  Jefferson  Davis 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co... 

Texas  Gas  Transmission 

20.26 

(8-1-61) 

4 

C 162-1019 _ 

Gene  M.  Wood  fin,  et  al . 

18.0 

(11-9-61) 

1 

C 162-1028 . 

Samedan  Ofl  Corp.  (Operator), 

Parish,  La. 

Midland  Field,  Acadia  Parish,  La 

Corp. 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co... 

22.25 

(2-29-62) 

13 

Conditioned  initial  price  and 

C 162-1130 . 

et  al. 

Union  Oil  Co.  of  California 

South  Marsh  Island  Area,  Gulf  of 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 

•*•19. 5 

(5-5-68) 

63 

Tefund  condition. 
••Conditioned  initial  price. 

C 162-449 . 

(Operator),  et  al. 

Texaco  Inc . 

Mexico  Offshore,  La. 

Cote  Blanche  Island  Field,  St. 

Line  Corp. 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co . 

20.7 

(1-16-62) 

306 

CI63-455 . 

Humble  Oil  A  Refining  Co _ 

Mary  Parish,  La. 

Duck  Lake  Field,  St.  Martin 
Parish,  La. 

Felice  Bayou  Field,  Plaquemines 
Parish,  La. 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co... 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co... 

14.26 

(10-1-62) 

314 

Permanent  certificate  issued  to 

CI63-463 . 

Sinclair  Oil  A  Gas  Co.,  et  al . 

20.75 

(4-4-65) 

•*•236 

C.  N.  Johnston,  et  al.  in 
Docket  No.  G-8732. 
•••Tentative  designation.  Per- 

C 163-469 

. do . . 

'"V  j 

14.5 

(4-11-68) 

64 

manent  certificate  issued  to 
Earl  G.  Bateman  d.b.a. 
Bateman  Drilling  Co.,  in 
G-15141. 

<  ’  *83 . 

(Operator),  et  al. 

George  R.  Brown  (Operator), 

Parish,  La. 

Live  Oak  Field,  Vermilion  Parish, 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 

20.625 

(8-15-62) 

12 

n-i  v.a» 

et  al. 

La. 

Mldland-Estherwoold  Field, 
Acadia  Parish,  La. 

Line  Corp. 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co _ 

17.0 

(8-28-62) 

98 

(1-5-63) 

Group  II 


G-13265.. 
G- 14832.. 
C 163-342. 

CI63-748. 
CI63-758. 
CI63-756. 
C 163-772. 
CI63-813. 


W.  E.  Walker  and  J.  R.  Meeker. 
Texas  Gulf  Producing  Co _ 


Austral  Oil  Co.  Inc.,  Agent  for 
Oil  Participations,  Inc. 

Southwest  Gas  Producing  Co., 
Inc. 

Humble  Oil  A  Refining  Co . 


Texaco,  Inc . . . 

Texas  Gulf  Producing  Co.. 
Colorado  Oil  A  Gas  Corp. 


North  Elton  Field,  Allen  Parish, 
La. 

Abbeville  Field,  Vermilion  Par¬ 
ish,  La. 

Lake  Side  Field,  Cameron  Parish, 
La. 

Little  Pecan  Lake  Field,  Cameron 
Parish,  La. 

Charenton  Field,  St.  Mary  Par¬ 
ish,  La. 

Little  Pecan  Lake  Field, Cameron 
Parish,  La. 

North  liayes  Field,  Calcasieu 
Parish,  La. 

_ do . . . . . 


Texas  Gas  Transmission 
Corp. 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co... 
Trunkline  Gas  Co . . 


United  Fuel  Gas  Co- 
Hope  Natural  Gas  Co. 
United  Fuel  Gas  Co... 


Texas  Gas  Transmission 
Corp. 

_ do _ 


18.0 

1 

>  (7-3-57) 

19.5 

on 

(3-14-58) 

18.3 

18 

(8-2-48) 

20.7 

18 

(9-8-62) 

19.5 

(12-6-62) 

20.7 

308 

(11-8-62) 

20.75 

34 

(12-3-62) 

20.75 

52 

(12-  3-62) 

Permanent  certificate  issued  to 
Grubb  and  Hawkins  In  Q- 

4410. 


*  Gao 

ur  HI 

C 161-1285 . 

The  California  Co.,  a  division 
of  California  Oil  Ca. 

S.  Thornwell  Field,  Jefferson 
Davis  Parish,  La. 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.. . . 

19.9 

23 

(2-  7-61) 

«  Ratification  of  4-4-67  contract. 


[FJR.  Doc.  63-962;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963;  8:45  a.m.] 
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[Docket  No.  0-4505  etc.] 

BEL  OU.  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Order  Approving  Rate  Settlement  Pro¬ 
posal,  as  Amended  Prescribing  Re¬ 
funds,  Severing  and  Terminating 
Proceedings 

December  12, 1962. 

In  the  matter  of  Bel  Oil  Corporation, 
et  al.,  Docket  Nos.  G-4505,  G-14259,  G- 
17665,  G-18217,  G-19158,  G-20034,  CI60- 
223,  CI61-1799,  RI62-177,  RI62-182. 

On  June  25,  1962,  at  the  request  of  Bel 
Oil  Corporation  (Bel  Chi)  conferences 
were  initiated  by  the  staff  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
the  settlement  of  the  issues  in  the  above 
docketed  proceedings.  As  a  result  of 
such  conferences,,  Bel  Oil,  on  September 
10,  1962,  filed  an  Offer  of  Settlement. 
Subsequent  thereto,  comments  and  ob¬ 
jections  were  filed  by  certain  parties  to 
the  conferences,  and  consequently  a  fur¬ 
ther  conference  was  held  on  October  17, 
1962,  as  a  result  of  which  Bel  Oil  amended 
its  Offer  of  Settlement  on  October  26, 
1962.1  The  Offer  of  Settlement,  as 
amended,  encompasses  all  of  Bel  Oil’s 
filed  rate  schedules  with  one  exception.3 
No  party  has  objected  to  the  settlement 
proposal  as  amended,  and  it  is  now  before 
us  for  consideration.3 

In  summary,  the  settlement  proposal 
provides: 

(1)  Bel  Oil’s  rates  for  sales  of  natural 
gas  in  interstate  commerce,  with  one  ex¬ 
ception,  shall  be  at  or  below  the  appli¬ 
cable  area  ceilings; 

(2)  Bel  Oil  waives  the  right  to  file  for 
contractually  authorized  increased  rates 
until  July  1,  1967,  except  as  provided  in 
paragraph  7  below,  and  excepting  fur¬ 
ther  that  with  respect  to  Rate  Schedule 
No.  3,  covering  a  sale  by  Bel  Oil  to  Trans¬ 
continental  Gas  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Transco)  in  the  North  Elton  Field,  Allen 
Parish,  Louisiana,  there  is  a  moratorium 
on  all  rate  increase  filings  until  July  13, 
1974; 

(3)  Waiver  of  the  right  by  Bel  Oil  to 
file  for  any  increase  in  rate  resulting 
from  the  operation  of  favored-nation  or 
price  redetermination  clauses  contained 
in  any  of  its  filed  rate  schedules; 


1  Each  of  the  parties  who  commented  ad¬ 
versely  on  or  objected  to  Bel  Oil’s  original 
proposal  attended  and  participated  In  the 
conference  which  resulted  in  Bel  Oil’s 
amended  proposal. 

3  The  Initial  rate  under  Bel  Oil’s  Rate 
Schedule  No.  7  Is  20.625f  per  Mcf  as  per  Com¬ 
mission  order  of  July  30,  1902,  in  Texaco 

Inc.,  et  al..  Docket  Nos.  G-13169,  et  al., _ 

PPC _ 

3  On  November  5,  1962,  Long  Island  Light¬ 
ing  Company  filed  its  response  In  which  It 
cited  two  Instances  of  alleged  deficiencies, 
however  It  stated  that  it  did  not  oppose 
the  acceptance  of  the  offer  of  settlement  as 
amended.  On  November  6, 1962,  Philadelphia 
Electric  Company  filed  Its  response  in  which 
It  proposed  rates  In  five  instances  lower  than 
those  set  forth  In  the  settlement  proposal, 
as  amended.  However,  Philadelphia  Elec¬ 
tric  did  not  object  to  the  settlement  proposal, 
as  amended.  In  regard  to  both  companies’ 
comments  about  Bel  Oil’s  proposal  limiting 
the  settlement  price  for  its  Rate  Schedule 
No.  3  to  presently  known  producing  horizons 
In  the  North  Elton  Field,  that  facet  of  the 
settlement  proposal  will  be  discussed  here¬ 
inafter. 


(4)  Bel  Oil  will  refund  to  its  purchas¬ 
ers  under  all  rate  schedules  where  collec¬ 
tions  were  made  subject  to  refund  the 
difference  between  the  revenues  actually 
received  and  those  which  would  have 
been  received  at  the  proposed  settlement 
rate  under  the  respective  rate  schedules 
during  the  time  the  respective  increases 
were  being  collected  subject  to  refund, 
plus  interest  as  provided  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  applicable  suspension  orders; 

(5)  Bel  Oil  will  execute  and  file  as  a 
Rate  Schedule  a  gas  sales  contract  with 
Transco  dedicating  to  Transco  all  gas  re¬ 
serves  down  to  a  depth  of  10,750  feet  un¬ 
derlying  approximately  800  acres  in  the 
South  Crowley  area  of  Acadia  Parish, 
Louisiana.  It  is  presently  estimated  that 
the  recoverable  reserves  developed  un¬ 
der  such  acreage  are  in  excess  of  fifteen 
billion  cubic  feet.  Bel  Oil  has  agreed 
that  the  initial  rate  for  such  gas  will 
be  17.750  per  Mcf,  tax  inclusive.4  Bel 
Oil  has  further  agreed  that  deliveries  to 
Transco  from  South  Crowley  will  apply 
against  Transco’s  present  take-or-pay 
obligation  in  the  North  Elton  Field, 
therefore,  Transco’s  present  take-or-pay 
obligation  in  the  North  Elton  Field  will 
not  be  increased; 

(6)  Bel  Oil  initially  proposed  in  its 
offer,  as  amended,  to  limit  the  settlement 
rate  under  its  Rate  Schedule  No.  3, 
covering  the  sale  to  Transco  in  the  North 
Elton  Field,  only  to  gas  produced  from 
horizons  down  to  and  including  all  pres¬ 
ently  known  producing  horizons.  How¬ 
ever,  by  telegram  to  the  Secretary,  filed 
November  27,  1962,  Bel  Oil  withdrew 
such  limitation,  and  affirmatively  agreed 
that"*  *  *  there  will  be  no  limitation  as 
to  the  settlement  price  provided  for  Rate 
Schedule  No.  3  in  the  offer  of  settle¬ 
ment;” 

(7)  Bel  Oil  reserves  the  right  to  file 
at  any  time  for  contractually  authorized 
increased  rates  up  to  the  applicable 
area-rate  levels  determined  through  area 
hearing  or  by  amendment  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Statement  of  General  Policy 
No.  61-1,  except  under  Rate  Schedule  No. 
3,  as  aforementioned. 

In  support  of  its  proposal,  Bel  Oil 
states  that  the  settlement  rates,  refunds, 
moratorium  periods  and  other  provisions 
thereof,  some  of  which  are  not  specifi¬ 
cally  noted  herein,  are  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  in  that  they  are  reasonable,  non¬ 
inflationary  and  will  provide  price 
stability  for  a  long  period  of  time  for 
natural  gas  moving  in  interstate 
commerce. 

The  only  exception  to  settlement  rates 
at  ceiling  levels  or  below,  is  the  sale  made 
to  Transco  under  Bel  Oil’s  Rate  Schedule 
No.  3  in  the  North  Elton  Field.  Bel  Oil 
and  Transco  entered  into  a  contract, 
dated  May  27,  1954,  which  provided  for 
an  initial  price  of  8.79715  cents  per  Mcf 
of  natural  gas  until  November  1,  1954,  at 
which  time  the  price  was  to  escalate  to  16 
cents  per  Mcf,  plus  tax  reimbursement. 
Bel  Oil  states  that  two  factors  caused  the 
interim  price  of  8.79715  cents  to  be  agreed 
upon.  First.  Transco,  at  that  time, 
wanted  to  avoid  triggering  of  favored 
nation  clauses  in  some  of  its  contracts 
in  the  area,  and  second,  Bel  Oil’s  leases 
“*  *  *  were  suffering  severe  drainage 


4  All  prices  herein  are  at  15.025  psia. 


from  wells  of  other  operators  in  the 
North  Elton  Field  *  •  *” 

Our  review  of  all  of  the  facts  surround¬ 
ing  Bel  Oil’s  sale  to  Transco  in  the  North 
Elton  Field,  coupled  with  the  fact  that 
the  contract,  which  was  entered  into 
prior  to  the  exercise  by  this  Commis¬ 
sion  of  its  jurisdiction  over  independent 
producers  of  natural  gas,  expressly  pro¬ 
vided  for  a  16  cents  base  rate  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  on  November  1,  1954,  causes  us  to 
find  that  the  settlement  rate  of  16  cents 
per  Mcf,  plus  tax  reimbursement,  should 
be  approved. 

The  settlement  proposal  includes  threes 
rates  for  which  issuance  of  related 
permanent  certificates  is  pending,  and 
service  is  being  rendered  under  tem¬ 
porary  authorizations.4  Section  7  of  the 
Act  requires  a  hearing  on  such  certificate 
applications.  We  propose,  therefore,  to 
promptly  sever  such  proceedings  from 
the  proceedings  in  Docket  No.  AR61-2, 
and  to  set  these  certificate  matters  for 
abridged  hearing,  indicating  that  the 
proposed  initial  price  is  the  settlement 
price  except  as  to  Docket  No.  CI61-1799. 
In  the  meantime,  Bel  Oil  shall  charge 
and  collect  the  settlement  rates  as  of 
the  date  of  this  order,  or  if  it  elects  to 
continue  charging  the  present  rate  it 
shall  forthwith  file  its  undertaking 
agreeing  to  refund  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  present  rate  collected  by  it, 
and  the  rate  established  in  the  order 
granting  the  permanent  certificate  in 
each  instance  from  the  date  of  this  order 
to  the  date  of  the  order  issuing  it  a 
permanent  certificate. 

The  instant  settlement  proposal  as 
herein  set  forth,  and  in  other  particulars 
not  specifically  noted  herein,  meets  the 
criteria  previously  set  forth  in  our 
Tidewater,  Ohio  and  Shell  settlement 
orders,*  and,  accordingly  we  find  it  to  be 
in  the  public  interest  and  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  as  hereinafter  provided. 

Our  action  herein  should  not  be  con¬ 
strued,  nor  may  it  be,  as  constituting 
approval  of  any  future  rate  increase,  if 
any,  that  may  be  filed  under  the  subject 
rate  schedules,  and  is  without  prejudice 
to  any  findings  or  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  any  further  proceedings,  includ¬ 
ing  area  rate  proceedings,  involving  Bel 
Oil’s  rates  and  rate  schedules. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  The  settlement  of  these  proceed¬ 
ings  on  the  basis  of  the  settlement  pro¬ 
posal,  as  amended,  is  approved  and  made 
effective  subject  to  the  following  terms 
and  conditions. 

(B)  The  applicable  settlement  rates 
set  out  below,  except  for  the  settlement 
rates  proposed  in  Docket  Nos.  G-20034, 
CI60-223,  and  CI61-1799,  are  approved 


•Docket  Noe.  G-20034,  CI60-233  and 

CI61-1799. 

•Tidewater  Oil  Co.,  et  al..  Docket  No6. 
G-13310,  et  al..  Order  Conditionally  Approv¬ 
ing  General  Rate  Settlement,  Issued  June  15, 

1962, _ FPC . ;  The  Ohio  Oil  Co., 

et  al..  Docket  Nos.  RI0O-92,  et  al..  Order 
Approving  General  Rate  Settlement  Proposal 
and  Terminating  Proceedings,  issued  June  28, 

1962, _ FPC _ ;  Shell  Oil  Company, 

et  al.,  Docket  Noe.  G— 9446,  et  al.,  Order  Con¬ 
ditionally  Approving  General  Rate  Settle¬ 
ment  Proposal,  Severing  Proceedings,  Termi¬ 
nating  Proceeding  and  Requiring  Refunds, 
issued  August  1.  1962, _ FPC  _ _ 
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and  shall  be  effective  as  of  December  1, 
1962. 

(C)  The  pending  certificate  proceed¬ 
ings  indicated  below  shall  not  be  ter¬ 
minated  on  the  basis  of  the  settlement, 
but  shall  be  determined  after  hearing. 

(D)  Within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
this  order,  Bel  Oil  shall  make  such  filings 
under  its  rate  schedules  as  are  required 
to  make  effective  the  terms  of  the  settle¬ 
ment  proposal. 

(E)  Within  30  days  after  acceptance 
of  the  applicable  rate  schedule  supple¬ 
ments  referred  to  in  paragraph  D  hereof, 
Bel  Oil  shall  (1)  refund,  with  interest  as 
specified  in  each  docket,  the  difference 
between  the  rates  collected  subject  to 
refund  and  the  related  settlement  rates 
and  (2)  report  to  the  Commission,  in 
writing,  the  amount  of  refund  made  to 
each  of  its  purchasers,  showing  sepa¬ 
rately  the  amount  of  principal  and  in¬ 
terest  so  paid,  and  the  basis  used  for 
such  determination,  together  with  re¬ 
leases  from  its  purchasers  showing  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  refunds  in  conformity  to  the 
settlement  as  approved. 


(P)  Upon  full  compliance  by  Bel  Oil 
with  all  the  terms  and  provisions  of  this 
order,  the  section  4(e)  proceedings  listed 
below  shall  terminate.  Docket  Nos. 
G-4505,  G-14259,  0-17665,  G-18217, 
0-19158,  RI62-177,  RI62-182,  and  the 
certificate  proceedings  in  G-20034,  CI60- 
223  and  CI61-1799,  are  hereby  severed 
from  the  consolidated  proceedings  in 
Docket  No.  AR61-2,  et  al. 

(G)  Within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
issuance  of  this  order,  Bel  Oil  shall  ad¬ 
vise  the  Commission  in  the  manner  set 
forth  below  of  its  election  to  place  the 
settlement  rates  proposed  herein  in  ef¬ 
fect  in  Docket  Nos.  G-20034  and  CI60- 
223,  or  to  continue  charging  the  higher 
rates  now  in  effect  pending  disposition 
of  the  matters  involved  in  these  proceed¬ 
ings.  In  the  event  Bel  Oil  desires  to 
place  the  proposed  settlement  rates  in 
effect,  Bel  Oil  shall  so  notify  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  the  temporary  certificates 
granted  in  the  above-designated  pro¬ 
ceedings  shall  be  amended  to  provide 
for  the  settlement  rates  specified  in  the 
Offer  of  Settlement  effective  as  of  the 


date  of  this  order.  If,  however,  Bel  Oil 
elects  to  continue  charging  the  higher 
rates  now  in  effect,  Bel  Oil  shall  file  in 
each  certificate  proceeding  mentioned 
above  a  satisfactory  agreement  and  un¬ 
dertaking  to  refund,  with  interest  at  7 
percent  per  annum  from  the  date  of 
payment  to  Bel  Oil  until  refunded,  the 
difference  between  the  rate  collected  by 
it  on  and  after  the  date  of  issuance  of 
this  order  and  the  rate  established  in  the 
order  granting  the  permanent  certificate. 

(H)  This  order  is  without  prejudice 
to  any  findings  or  orders  which  have 
been,  or  may  be,  made  hereafter  by  the 
Commission,  and  is  without  prejudice 
to  claims  or  contentions  which  may  be 
made  by  Bel  Oil,  the  Commission  staff, 
or  any  affected  party  herein,  in  any  pro¬ 
ceedings  now  pending,  or  hereafter  insti¬ 
tuted  by  or  against  Bel  Oil,  or  any  other 
companies,  person,  or  parties  affected 
by  this  order. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 


Bel  Oil  Corporation  Proposed  Rates  for  Jurisdictional  Sales  in  8outh  Louisiana 


Purchaser 

0) 

Field 

(2) 

Contract 

date 

FPC  Gas 

ratA 

schedule 

No. 

(3) 

Price  as 
of  8-1-62, 
cents/M  CF 
including 
tax  reim¬ 
bursement  1 

(4) 

Proposed 
settlement 
price 
including 
tax  reim¬ 
bursement  1 

(5) 

Section  4(e)  or  section  7 
docket  No. 

(6) 

Estimated  refund  to  8-1-62, 
excluding  interest 

(7) 

Transcontinental  Gas  P/L  Corp.. 

5  27-64 

3 

23.25 

17.75 

G-4505. . . 

$419,373.00. 

G-18217 . 

3-  2-66 

17.9  * 

17.7 

G-14269 . . 

$901.55. 

6-  9-67 

20.26 

18.75 

R 162-183 _ - . 

$1,461.96. 

8-  1-68 

20.375 

20.25 

G-16757 . 

Permanent  Certificate. 

9-23-58 

*  20. 625 

>  20. 625 

9-26-59 

20.376 

20.25 

G-20034 . 

Pending  Certificate  Application. 

Do  . . 

1-26-60 

20.375 

20.25 

CI60-223 . 

Do. 

rw» 

1-20-60 

10 

20. 375 

20.25 

C160-280 . 

Permanent  Certificate. 

6-18-61 

11 

21.3333 

15.5 

RI62-477 . 

$4,843.00. 

CI61-1799 . 

Pending  Certificate  Application. 

1  All  prices  are  shown  at  16.026  psia.  *  Supplement  No.  6  to  Rate  Schedule  No.  4,  a  rate  increase  to  18.1  cents  per  Met, 

*  Offer  of  settlement  in  Docket  0-17397  approved  by  Commission  Order  issued  is  suspended  in  Docket  No.  G-19158.  This  rate  has  never  been  made  effective  subject 
July  30, 1962,  in  Texaco  Inc.  et  al  Docket  Nos.  G-13169,  et  al.  to  refund. 
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[Docket  No.  RP63-4] 

CAROLINA  PIPELINE  CO.  AND 
SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing,  Desig¬ 
nating  Procedure  and  Fixing  Date 
for  Pre-Hearing  Conference 

January  25,  1963. 

In  the  matter  of  Carolina  Pipeline 
Company,  Complainant  v.  Southern 
Natural  Gas  Company,  Defendant. 

On  September  6,  1962,  Carolina  Pipe¬ 
line  Company  (Carolina)  filed  a  formal 
complaint  naming  one  of  its  suppliers, 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Company  (South¬ 
ern)  as  defendant.  Therein  Carolina, 
among  other  things,  prays  for  a  hearing; 
for  an  order  directing  Southern  to  cease 
and  desist  from  discrimination  against 
Carolina;  for  an  order  directing  South¬ 
ern  to  furnish  CD  service  to  Carolina 
and  for  such  other  and  further  relief 
as  may  be  warranted  in  the  premises. 
The  action  is  filed  under  sections  4(b) 
and  5(a)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

Carolina  operates  a  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  system  entirely  within  the  State  of 
South  Carolina  and  has  been  exempted 


from  the  provisions  of  the  Act  under 
section  1(c)  thereof.  The  western  por¬ 
tion  of  Carolina’s  facilities  is  not  in¬ 
volved  in  this  proceeding.  The  portion 
involved  herein  constitutes  a  V-shaped 
system  of  pipelines  lying  across  the  state 
in  an  east-west  direction  with  its  apex 
toward  the  sea.  The  northern  leg  termi¬ 
nates  at  a  delivery  point  close  to  the 
North  Carolina  border  while  the  south¬ 
ern  leg  extends  to  a  delivery  point  near 
the  border  of  Georgia,  at  Aiken,  South 
Carolina. 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Cor¬ 
poration  (Transco)  is  authorized  to  de¬ 
liver  approximately  25,000  Mcf  of  gas 
per  day  to  Carolina  on  the  northern  leg, 
while  Southern  is  authorized  to  deliver 
at  present  approximately  7,500  Mcf  per 
day  to  Carolina  at  Aiken  on  the  southern 
leg.1 

Southern  commenced  deliveries  to 
Carolina  at  Aiken,  South  Carolina  on 
October  26,  1961,  pursuant  to  a  certifi¬ 
cate  issued  to  Southern  (25  FPC  518) 


‘Southern  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Sixth  Revised 
Vol.  No.  1,  substitute  original  sheets  Nos. 
29A  through  29C  and  original  sheets  Nos. 
29D  through  29E. 


under  Southern’s  CDL-3  and  its  AOL-3 
rate  schedules. 

The  complaint  alleges,  among  other 
things,  (1)  that  Southern’s  CDL-AOL 
rate  schedules  under  which  Carolina 
purchases  gas,  permits  discrimination 
and  that  in  consequence  thereof.  South¬ 
ern  is  enabled  to  effect  undue  discrimina¬ 
tion  against  Carolina  in  deliveries  of 
overrun  gas;  (2)  that  the  language  of 
the  rate  schedules  is  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory  in  several  respects;  that,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  the  word  “pipeline”  works  to  give 
preference  to  customers  of  Southern 
who  have  only  one  source  of  supply;  (3) 
that  this  prevents  their  accepting  gas 
from  potential  alternate  sources  of  sup¬ 
ply  and  consequently  restricts  competi¬ 
tion;  (4)  that  because  in  one  period, 
35  percent  of  available  overrun  gas  went 
to  one  “pipeline”  CD  customer,  namely. 
South  Carolina  Natural  Gas  Company 
for  use  as  boiler  fuel,  Carolina  had  to 
curtail  its  service  to  small  industrial  cus¬ 
tomers,  schools  and  hospitals;  (5)  that 
CD  c  us  tenners  are  permitted  to  take  un¬ 
limited  overruns  until  notified  by  South¬ 
ern  to  limit  the  takes  to  their  contracts, 
while  CDL-AOL  customers  such  as  the 
complainant,  can  obtain  overrun  gas 
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only  after  Southern  notifies  them  that 
overruns  are  available;  (6)  that  by  rea¬ 
son  of  the  CDL-AOL  rate  schedules  and 
the  manner  in  which  Southern  operates, 
CD  customers  are  protected  against  un¬ 
due  discrimination,  while  Carolina  is 
subject  to  it  in  numerous  ways. 

Southern  filed  its  answer  to  the  fore¬ 
going  complaint  on  October  8,  1962,  set¬ 
ting  forth  what  amounts  to  a  general 
denial  of  undue  discrimination,  and  also 
submitted  certain  allegations  of  fact  and 
argument.  Among  other  features  of  its 
answer.  Southern  appears  to  hold  the 
view  that  the  two  parties  bargained  and 
contracted  for  what  they  obtained  and 
that  having  so  contracted,  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  past  acceptance  of  the  rate  sched¬ 
ules  established  a  relationship  which 
should  not  be  disturbed,  nor  made  the 
subject  of  a  public  hearing. 

Carolina  filed  its  reply  on  October  23, 
1962,  alleging,  among  other  things,  that 
Southern  specifically  admits  that  the 
CDL-AOL  rate  schedules  are  discrimi¬ 
natory  and  furthermore,  that  there  was 
no  way  for  the  Examiner  who  sanctioned 
them  to  know  that  they  would  be  used 
by  Southern  as  a  means  of  effecting 
undue  discrimination;  further,  that  the 
availability  provision  of  Southern’s  rate 
schedules  entitles  Carolina  to  the  CD 
Service  which  it  demands. 

The  pleadings  appear  to  leave  unre¬ 
solved  some  substantial  questions  of  fact 
and  law  bearing  upon  (1)  whether  the 
rate  schedules  complained  against  are 
discriminatory;  (2)  whether  the  oper¬ 
ations  under  them  are  discriminatory 
and  (3)  whether  if  discrimination  exists, 
it  is  undue  discrimination  in  violation 
of  section  4  or  5  of  the  Act.  An  addi¬ 
tional  issue  may  be  whether  there  is 
evidence  of  probable  violation  of  the 
Anti-Trust  Laws  and  need  for  transmis¬ 
sion  of  evidence  to  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  pursuant  to  section  20(a)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

It  appears  that  a  public  hearing  should 
be  held  in  order  to  afford  all  parties 
opportunity  to  present  evidence  concern¬ 
ing  the  issues  herein;-  that  Carolina 
bears  the  burden  of  proof  and  the  obli¬ 
gation  of  going  forward  first  in  the 
presentation  of  its  case-in-chief;  that 
the  issues  herein  should  be  determined 
with  the  greatest  possible  expedition  and 
to  that  end,  each  party  should  have  the 
opportunity  to  understand  and  evaluate 
the  positions  of  the  other  parties;  that 
the  genuine  disputes  which  can  be  re¬ 
solved  only  in  hearing  should  be  listed; 
and  that  all  matters  which  can  be  fully 
resolved  without  formal  trial  should  be 
eliminated  from  hearing  and  settled  by 
stipulation. 

For  the  purpose  of  expediting  the  pro¬ 
ceeding,  the  Commission  deems  it  ap¬ 
propriate  that  Carolina  submit,  within 
the  time  hereinafter  fixed,  its  prepared 
testimony  and  exhibits  pertaining  to  its 
direct  case-in-chief;  that  thereafter 
within  the  time  indicated  below,  South¬ 
ern,  if  ft  elects  to  defend,  submit  the 
prepared  testimony  and  exhibits  of  its 
direct  case  as  defendant,  together  with 
a  list  which  will  identify  those  matters 
of  fact  and  law  wherein  Southern  takes 
issue  with  the  contentions  of  Carolina; 
that  thereafter,  within  the  time  indi¬ 
cated  below,  the  Commission  staff  and 
No.  22 - 4 


all  interveners  proposing  to  submit  evi¬ 
dence  in  this  proceeding  shall  serve  their 
prepared  testimony  and  exhibits  upon 
all  parties. 

Upon  completion  of  the  service  of  the 
testimony  and  exhibits,  constituting  the 
cases-in-chief  of  the  complainant  and 
defendant,  the  Presiding  Examiner  as¬ 
signed  to  this  proceeding  shall  convene 
a  prehearing  conference  as  hereinafter 
provided  and  at  which  he  shall  preside 
for  the  purposes  of  reaching  a  stipula¬ 
tion  upon  the  issues  which  can  be  elimi¬ 
nated  from  hearing  and  of  setting  forth 
clearly  the  substantial  matters  to  be 
resolved  by  formal  hearing. 

The  Presiding  Examiner  shall  then  set 
the  date  for  service  by  Carolina  of  its 
rebuttal  case  and  issue  immediate  notice 
of  the  date  of  hearing  on  the  issues  to 
be  tried;  which  when  commenced  shall 
be  continuous  and  shall  be  directed  to 
full  cross-examination  of  all  witnesses 
testifying  with  respect  to  the  issues 
being  tried,  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedure  prescribed  by  the  Presiding 
Examiner. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  issues 
raised  by  the  complaint  filed  by  Carolina 
be  determined  by  public  hearing  and 
that  the  proceeding  be  expedited  in  ac¬ 
cordance  wth  the  procedures  set  out 
below. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particu¬ 
larly  sections  4  and  15  thereof,  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR,  Chapter  I), 
a  public  hearing  be  held  concerning  the 
matters  involved  and  the  issues  pre¬ 
sented  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  At  the  hearing  herein,  the  com¬ 
plainant,  Carolina,  shall  have  the 
burden  of  proof  and  the  obligation  of 
going  forward  first  with  the  presentation 
of  its  direct  case-in-chief. 

(C)  Carolina,  shall  serve  its  prepared 
testimony  and  exhibits  of  its  case-in¬ 
chief  upon  all  parties,  on  or  before 
February  18, 1963. 

(D)  The  defendant,  Southern,  shall 
serve  the  prepared  testimony  and  ex¬ 
hibits  of  its  direct  case  upon  all  parties 
on  or  before  March  11, 1963. 

(E)  The  Commission  staff  and  all 
other  parties  to  this  proceeding  propos¬ 
ing  to  present  evidence  herein,  shall 
serve  the  prepared  testimony  and  ex¬ 
hibits  of  their  direct  cases  on  all  parties 
on  or  before  April  10, 1963. 

(F)  Presiding  Examiner,  Max  L.  Kane, 
or  any  other  officer  or  officers  of  the 
Commission  designated  by  the  Chief  Ex¬ 
aminer  for  that  purpose  (see  delegation 
of  authority,  27  F.R.  4276,  etc.)  shall 
preside  at  the  pre-hearing  conferences 
and  at  the  hearing  in  this  matter,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure,  and  as  further  pro¬ 
vided  by  this  order. 

(G)  Without  limitation  upon  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Presiding  Examiner  to 
convene  pre-hearing  conferences  prior 
to,  or  subsequent  to  the  date  herein  fixed. 


pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.18  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  pre-hearing  conference  be¬ 
fore  the  Presiding  Examiner  herein 
designated  shall  commence  at  10:00  a.m., 
e.s.t.,  on  March  25,  1963,  in  a  hearing 
room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
for  the  purpose  of  effectuating  the  intent 
of  the  Commission  as  hereinabove  set 
out  in  the  body  of  this  order. 

(J)  Notices  and  petitions  to  intervene 
may  be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  §§  1.8  and  1.37(f) 
[18  CFR  1.8  and  1.3^(f)l  on  or  before 
February  15, 1963. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gut  ride, 

/  Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  63-1038;  PUed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  E-7047] 

CITY  OF  LIBERTY,  TEXAS  AND  GULF 
STATES  UTILITIES  CO. 

Notice  of  Continuance  of  Hearing 

January  25, 1963. 

In  the  matter  of  City  of  Liberty,  Texas 
vs.  Gulf  States  Utilities  Company. 

Take  notice  that  the  hearing  in  the 
above-docketed  proceeding  heretofore 
scheduled  to  commence  on  February  4, 
1963,  by  notice  issued  November  26,  1962, 
is  hereby  continued  to  March  4,  1963. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  63-1041;  Piled,  Jan.  80.  1963; 
8:48  am.] 


[Docket  No.  E-6577] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR, 
BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION 

Notice  of  Request  for  Approval  of 
Rates  and  Charges 

January  25, 1963. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Acting 
Commissioner  of  the  United  State  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation,  has  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  for  confirma¬ 
tion  and  approval,  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  of  Congress  dated 
June  18,  1954  (68  Stat.  255),  rates  and 
charges  for  wholesale  power  service  from 
the  United  States’  share  of  power  from 
the  Falcon  project  to  Central  Power  and 
Light  Company,  for  a  five-year  period 
beginning  January  1,  1963,  in  section  7 
and  section  10  of  a  proposed  contract  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  Department  of 
Interior,  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the 
Central  Power  and  Light  Company. 

Section  7 : 

The  Contractor  shall  pay  for  the  elec¬ 
tric  service  furnished  hereunder  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  following  rate  sched¬ 
ule,  charges,  and  conditions;  4.0  mills 
per  kilowatt-hour  for  energy  delivered 
between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  10:00 
p.m.  (Saturdays  and  Sundays  excepted) ; 
and  1.75  mills  for  energy  delivered  at  any 
other  time. 
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The  annual  aggregate  of  the  monthly 
charges  shall  not  exceed  $300,000  for  the 
first  100,000,000  kilowatt-hours  which 
are  delivered  to  the  Contractor  during 
any  calendar  year. 

All  energy  delivered  in  excess  of 
100,000,000  kilowatt-hours  during  any 
calendar  year  shall  be  at  a  rate  of  1.0 
mill  per  kilowatt-hour. 

Section  10 : 

At  times  when  electric  power  and 
energy  is  not  available  from  the  interna¬ 
tional  project  for  operations  of  project 
facilities,  the  Contractor  shall  deliver  to 
the  United  States  for  the  operation  of 
said  project  facilities  such  energy  as  the 
United  States  may  require  for  that  pur¬ 
pose.  Such  energy  shall  be  returned  by 
the  United  States  to  the  Contractor 
kilowatt-hour  for  kilowatt-hour  at  times 
and  rates  of  delivery  to  be  mutually 
agreed  upon  by  the  parties  hereto.  It 
is  the  intent  of  said  parties  that  inter¬ 
change  energy  shall  be  returned  as 
promptly  as  circumstances  permit. 

The  parties  hereto  further  agree  that 
the  Contractor  may  demand  and  receive 
payment  from  the  United  States  ade¬ 
quate  to  balance  the  interchange  energy 
account  under  any  or  all  of  the  following 
conditions: 

1.  Upon  termination  of  the  contract; 

2.  By  mutual  agreement  of  the  parties 
hereto  at  any  time  during  the  term 
hereof;  or, 

3.  When  the  interchange  energy  ac¬ 
count  remains  unbalanced  for  a  period 
of  one  year. 

Settlement  of  the  interchange  energy 
account  by  payment  shall  be  at  a  net 
value  of  3.0  mills  per  kilowatt-hour  for 
all  energy  which  may  remain  as  a  credit 
to  the  Contractor  in  the  interchange 
energy  account. 

The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  for  public  inspection.  Any 
person  desiring  to  make  comments  or 
suggestions  for  Commission  considera¬ 
tion  with  respect  to  the  rates  as  con¬ 
tained  therein  should  submit  the  same 
in  writing  on  or  before  February  15, 1963, 
to  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1045;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP63-185] 

OHIO  FUEL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  and  Date  of 
Hearing 

January  25,  1963. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  27, 1963, 
The  Ohio  Fuel  Gas  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant)  ,  99  North  Front  Street,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP63-185  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  the  construction  and  acquisition 
during  the  calendar  year  1963,  and  the 
operation  of  unspecified  natural  gas 
facilities  and  the  sale  of  natural  gas 
in  the  general  area  presently  served  by 
Applicant,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 


The  purpose  of  this  “budget-type”  ap¬ 
plication  is  to  augment  Applicant’s 
ability  to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch 
in  establishing  new  delivery  points  for 
rendition  of  service  to  new  communities 
or  expansion  of  service  in  and  around 
communities  presently  served  either  at 
retail  by  Applicant  or  through  sales  to 
existing  wholesale  customers  for  resale, 
without  the  delay  incident  to  the  filing 
and  processing  of  individual  certificate 
applications. 

Total  peak  day  volumes  to  be  delivered 
under  the  subject  authorization  will  not 
exceed  a  maximum  of  25,000  Mcf  of  gas, 
and  volumes  to  be  delivered  through  any 
single  delivery  point  will  not  exceed  5,000 
Mcf  of  gas. 

The  total  cost  of  the  proposed  facili¬ 
ties  will  not  exceed  a  maximum  of 
$250,000,  and  no  single  project  will  ex¬ 
ceed  a  cost  of  $50,000.  The  proposed 
facilities  will  be  financed  from  the  sale 
of  securities  to  The  Columbia  Gas  Sys¬ 
tem,  Inc. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on 
March  7,  1963,  at  9:30  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  a 
Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  concerning  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  application :  Provided,  however. 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.30(c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  unless 
otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  unnecessary 
for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be  represented 
at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
February  25,  1963.  Failure  of  any  party 
to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and 
concurrence  in  omission  herein  of  the 
intermediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

-  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1042;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:48  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  RI63-305] 

SOHIO  PETROLEUM  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Change  in 
Rate 

January  25, 1963. 

On  December  26,  1962,  Sohio  Petro- 
leum Company  (Operator)  ,etal.,  (Sohio1) 


1  Address  is:  970  First  National  Office 
Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma. 


tendered  for  filing  a  proposed  change  in 
its  presently  effective  rate  schedule  for 
the  sale  of  natural  gas  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission.  The 
proposed  change,  which  constitutes  an 
increased  rate  and  charge,  is  contained 
in  the  following  designated  filing : 

Description:  Notice  of  change,  dated  No¬ 
vember  28, 1962. 

Pin-chaser  and  producing  area:  El  Paso 
Natural  Gas  Company  (Sprayberry  Field, 
Reagan  and  Upton  Counties,  Texas)  (Rail¬ 
road  District  No.  7-c) . 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  82  to  Sohlo’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No. 
45. 

Effective  date:  January  26, 1963.* 

Amount  of  annual  Increase:  $1,215. 

Effective  rate:  10.096  cents  per  Mcf.;  * 
11.106  cents  per  Mcf.4 

Proposed  rate:  17.2295  cents  per  Mcf. 
(Includes  0.2295  cents  per  Mcf  tax  reim¬ 
bursement. 

Pressure  base:  14.65  psia. 

Sohio  has  filed  an  amendment  to 
its  certificate  application  in  Docket  No. 
(3-17012  to  sell  additional  gas  from  cer¬ 
tain  acreage  previously  dedicated  under 
Dan  J.  Pulaski,  et  al  (Pulaski)  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  1  and  under  BBM 
Drilling  Company,  et  al.  (BBM)  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedules  Nos.  2  and  3,  re¬ 
spectively.  The  agreement  placing  the 
foregoing  acreage  under  Sohio’s  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  45  has  been  filed 
as  a  supplement  thereto.  Concurrently 
with  such  filing,  Sohio  submitted  a  rene¬ 
gotiated  rate  increase  with  respect  to  the 
acreage  acquired,  from  10.096  cents  per 
Mcf,  BBM’s  previous  rate,  and  11.106 
cents  per  Mcf  Pulaski’s  previous  rate,  to 
17.2295  cents  per  Mcf,  the  rate  effective 
subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No.  RI60-8 
under  Sohio’s  rate  schedule. 

Sohio’s  proposed  renegotiated  rate  in¬ 
crease  exceeds  the  11.0  cents  per  Mcf 
ceiling  for  increased  rates  in  Texas  Rail¬ 
road  District  No.  7-c  as  set  forth  in  the 
Commission’s  Statement  of  General 
Policy  No.  61-1,  as  amended  (18  CFR, 
Ch.  I,  Part  2,  §  2.56) . 

The  proposed  increased  rate  and 
charge  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  proper  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
that  the  Commission  enter  upon  a  hear¬ 
ing  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  change,  and  that  Supplement  No. 
32  to  Sohio’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  45  be  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 
4  and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR,  Chapter  I) ,  a  public  hearing  shall 
be  held  upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice 
from  the  Secretary  concerning  the  law- 


2  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  first 
day  after  expiration  of  the  required  thirty 
days’  notice. 

*  Last  clean  rate  under  BBM  Drilling 
Company,  et  al.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedules 
Nos.  2  and  3. 

4  Last  clean  rate  under  Dan  J.  Pulaski, 
et  al.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1. 


Thursday ,  January  31,  1963 
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fulness  of  the  proposed  increased  rate 
and  charge  contained  in  Supplement  No. 
32  to  Sohio’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  45. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  Supplement  No.  32  to  Sohio’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  45  is  hereby 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
until  June  26,  1963,  and  thereafter  until 
such  further  time  as  it  is  made  effective 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  petitions 
to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C., 
in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37(f) ) 
on  or  before  March  13,  1963. 

By  the  Commission.  ^ 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  63-1039;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:47  a.m.J 


[Docket  No.  G-13221  etc.] 

UNION  TEXAS  PETROLEUM  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Severance 

January  25, 1963. 

In  the  matter  of  Union  Texas  Petro¬ 
leum,  et  al.,  Docket  No.  G-13221,  et  al.; 
Gulf  Oil  Corporation,  Docket  No.  CI63- 
123,  Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Company, 
Docket  No.  CI63-129. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  matters 
of  the  applications  in  Docket  Nos.  CI63- 
123,  and  CI63-129,  heretofore  scheduled 
for  prehearing  conference  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  on  January  28,  1963,  in  the 
consolidated  proceeding  entitled  Union 
Texas  Petroleum,  et  al..  Docket  Nos.  G- 
13221,  et  al.,  are  severed  therefrom  for 
such  further  disposition  as  may  be 
appropriate. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[FE.  Doc.  63-1044;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  E-7079] 

UTAH  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

January  25,  1963. 

Take  notice  that,  on  January  21,  1963, 
an  application  was  filed  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  pursuant  to  section 
203  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  by  Utah 
Power  &  Light  Company  (Applicant) ,  a 
corporation  organized  under  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  Maine  and  doing  business  in 
the  States  of  Utah,  Wyoming  and  Idaho, 
with  its  principal  business  office  at  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  seeking  an  order  au¬ 
thorizing  the  acquisition  of  certain  of  the 
assets  and  facilities  of  the  California- 
Pacific  Utilities  Company  (California 
Company) ,  a  corporation  organized 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  California 


and  doing  business  in  California,  Oregon, 
Nevada,  Utah,  Idaho,  Wyoming  and 
Arizona,  with  its  principal  business  office 
in  San  Francisco,  California. 

The  California  Company  is  an  operat¬ 
ing  public  utility  engaged  in  the  electric, 
gas,  water  and  telephone  business  in 
seven  states  referred  to  above  and  also 
engaged  in  selling  propane  tank  gas  in 
two  states.  The  assets  to  be  transferred 
consist  of  electric  utility  assets  and  facili¬ 
ties  in  Oneida  County,  Idaho,  and  in 
Lincoln  County,  Wyoming.  The  applica¬ 
tion  indicates  that  in  consideration  of 
the  transfer  of  the  listed  facilities,  Ap¬ 
plicant  will  pay  the  California  Company, 
in  cash,  an  amount  equal  to  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Company’s  original  cost  less  de¬ 
preciation  and  less  contributions  to  con¬ 
struction  reflected  on  the  books  of  said 
company.  As  of  May  31,  1962,  these 
amounts  would  equal  $463,000  for  the 
Malad  System  in  Idaho  and  $197,000  for 
the  Cokeville  System  in  Utah  for  a  total 
of  $660,000.  Applicant  states  that  the 
two  systems  it  proposes  to  purchase  are 
now  isolated  but  can  be  integrated  in 
Applicants’  system.  Application  states 
that  the  California  Company  presently 
purchases  from  Utah  Power  &  Light  95 
percent  of  the  electrical  energy  now  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  the  area  served  by  the 
Malad  and  Cokeville  systems. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should,  on  or  before  the  15th 
day  of  February,  1963,  file  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D.C.,  petitions  or  protests  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  The  application  is 
on  file  and  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  63-1046;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:48  ajn.] 

[Docket  No.  RI 63-300] 

UNION  PRODUCING  CO. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Change  in 
Rate;  and  Allowing  Rate  Change  to 
Become  Effective  Subject  to  Refund 

January  24, 1963. 

On  December  26,  1962,  Union  Pro¬ 
ducing  Company  (Union) ,  P.O.  Box 
1407,  Shreveport,  Louisiana,  tendered  for 
filing  a  proposed  change  in  its  presently 
effective  rate  schedule  for  the  sale  of 
natural  gas  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commission.  The  proposed 
change,  which  constitutes  an  increased 
rate  and  charge,  is  contained  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  designated  filing: 

Description:  Notice  of  Change,  dated 
December  17,  1962. 

Purchaser  and  producing  area :  United  Oas 
Pipe  Line  Company  (Monroe  Field,  More¬ 
house,  et  al.  Parishes,  Louisiana)  (North 
Louisiana). 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  11  to  Union  Producing  Company’s  FPC 
Oas  Rate  Schedule  No.  109. 

Effective  date:  January  26,  1963  (effective 
date  Is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of  the 
required  thirty  days’  notice) . 


Amount  of  annual  increase:  (There  Is  no 
production  from  the  well  covered  by  the 
subject  rate  schedule  at  the  present  time, 
workover  is  anticipated). 

Effective  rate:  7.0  cents  per  Mcf. 

Proposed  rate:  11.0  cents  per  Mcf. 

Pressure  base:  15.025  psla. 

Although  Union’s  proposed  renego¬ 
tiated  rate  increase  of  11.0  cents  per 
Mcf  is  below  the  applicable  ceiling  of 
14.0  cents  per  Mcf  plus  tax  reimburse¬ 
ment  for  increased  rates  in  northern 
Louisiana  as  set  forth  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Statement  of  General  Policy  No. 
61-1,  as  amended  (18  CFR  Ch.  I. 
Part  2  §  2.56),  it  relates  to  a  sale  made 
to  Union’s  affiliate.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Company.  Under  the  circumstances. 
Union’s  proposed  rate  increase  should  be 
suspended  for  one  day  from  January  26, 
1963,  the  first  day  after  expiration  of 
the  required  30  days’  statutory  notice. 

Union  requests  an  effective  date  of 
January  1,  1963,  for  its  proposed  rate 
increase.  Good  cause  has  not  been 
shown  for  the  granting  of  the  proposed 
January  1,  1963,  effective  date  and 
Union’s  request  is  denied. 

The  proposed  changed  rate  and  charge 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed  change 
and  that  the  above-designated  supple¬ 
ment  be  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 
4  and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  shall  be 
held  upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice 
from  the  Secretary  concerning  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  changed  rate  and 
charge  contained  in  Supplement  No.  11 
to  Union’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No. 
109. 

(B)  Pending  a  hearing  and  decision 

thereon,  Supplement  No.  11  to  Union’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  109  is  hereby 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
until  January  27,  1963,  and  thereafter 
until  such  further  time  as  it  is  made 
effective  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
the  Natural  Gas  Act:  Provided,  however. 
That  said  supplement  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  subject  to  refund  on  the  date  and  in 
the  manner  herein  prescribed  if  within 
20  days  from  the  date  of  issuance  of  this 
order  Union  shall  execute  and  file  under 
Docket  No.  RI63-300,  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  its  agreement  and 
undertaking  to  comply  with  the  refund¬ 
ing  and  reporting  procedure  required  by 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the 
regulations  thereunder,  accompanied  by 
a  certificate  showing  service  of  copies 
thereof  upon  the  purchaser  under  the 
rate  schedule  involved.  Unless  Union  is 
advised  to  the  contrary  within  15  days 
after  the  filing  of  its  agreement  and 
undertaking,  such  agreement  and  under¬ 
taking  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
accepted.  '  * 
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(C)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington 
25,  D.C.,  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37(f)). 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1020;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:45  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  G-16477  *] 

W.  E.  BAKKE  ET  AL. 

Order  Making  Successor  in  Interest 
Co-Respondent,  Accepting  Succes¬ 
sor’s  Agreement  and  Undertaking, 
and  Redesignating  Proceeding 

January  24, 1963. 

On  April  2,  1962,  Abel  &  Bancroft 
(Operator),  et  al.  (Abel  &  Bancroft) 
filed  a  motion  requesting  (1)  that  Abel 
&  Bancroft  be  made  co-respondent  with 
W.  E.  Bakke  (Operator) ,  et  al.  (Bakke) 
in  Docket  No.  G-16477,  since  Abel  &  Ban¬ 
croft  have  acquired  the  assets,  properties 
and  rights  covered  by  Bakke’s  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  Nos.  1,  2,  4,  5,  and  7,*  to 
which  the  subject  proceeding  relates; 
and  (2)  that  Abel  &  Bancroft’s  agreement 
and  undertaking,  filed  concurrently  with 
the  motion,  be  accepted  to  assuer  refund 
of  any  excess  charges  which  might  be 
determined  by  a  final  order  in  Docket  No. 
G-16477  to  have  accrued  subsequent  to 
the  acquisition  by  Abel  &  Bancroft.  The 
proposed  increased  rates  involved  in  the 
above-designated  proceeding,  designated 
as  Supplement  Nos.  7,  9,  10,  18,  and  2, 
to  Bakke’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  Nos. 

1,  2,  4,  5,  and  7,  respectively,  were  sus¬ 
pended  by  order  issued  October  9,  1958. 

The  Commission  has  granted  Abel  & 
Bancroft  temporary  authorization  for 
the  continuance  of  the  sales  formerly 
made  by  Bakke  and  has  redesignated 
Bakke’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  Nos.  1, 

2,  4,  5,  and  7,  as  Abel  &  Bancroft’s  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  Nos.  1,  2,  4,  5,  and  7, 
respectively. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder  that  Abel  &  Bancroft 
be  made  co-respondent  with  Bakke  in 
the  proceeding  in  Docket  No.  G-16477, 
that  the  proceeding  be  redesignated  ac¬ 
cordingly,  and  that  the  agreement  and 
undertaking  filed  by  Abel  &  Bancroft  be 
accepted  for  filing. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  Abel  &  Bancroft  (Operator) ,  et  al., 
is  hereby  joined  as  correspondent  with 


1  The  proceeding  in  Docket  No.  G-16477 
was  consolidated  with  the  proceedings  in 
Docket  Nos.  AR61-1,  et  al.,  by  order  issued 
December  23, 1960,  24  FPC  1121. 

*  Except  for  one  lease  under  Rate  Schedule 
No.  7. 


W.  E.  Bakke  (Operator) ,  et  al.,  in 
the  proceeding  in  Docket  No.  G-16477, 
and  the  proceeding  is  redesignated 
accordingly. 

(B)  The  agreement  and  undertaking 
submitted  by  Abel  k  Bancroft  (Opera¬ 
tor)  ,  et  al.,  on  April  2, 1962,  in  Docket  No. 
G-16477,  is  hereby  accepted  for  filing, 
effective  as  of  the  respective  dates  of 
acquisition  by  Abel  k  Bancroft  (Opera¬ 
tor)  ,  et  al.,  of  the  properties  involved  in 
this  proceeding,  and  such  agreement  and 
undertaking  shall  assure  refund  of  any 
excess  charges  which  might  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  a  final  order  in  such  proceeding 
to  have  accrued  subsequent  to  the  dates 
of  acquisition  by  Abel  &  Bancroft  (Oper¬ 
ator),  et  al.,  of  the  properties  involved 
in  this  proceeding.  Such  agreement  and 
undertaking  shall  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect  until  discharged  by  the 
Commission. 

(C)  Abel  &  Bancroft  (Operator),  et 
al.,  shall  comply  with  the  refunding  and 
reporting  procedure  required  by  the  Na¬ 
tural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  thereunder. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1021;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:45  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

VALLEY  BANCORP. 

Order  Approving  Application  Under 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Valley  Bancorpo ration  for  permission  to 
become  a  bank  holding  company 
through  the  acquisition  of  voting  shares 
of  three  banks  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

There  haS  come  before  the  Board  of 
Governors,  pursuant  to  section  3(a)(1) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1956  (12  U.S.C.  1842)  and  section  222.4 
(a)  (1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  222.4(a)(1)),  an  application  by 
Valley  Bancorporation,  Appleton,  Wis¬ 
consin,  for  the  Board’s  approval  of 
action  that  would  result  in  Applicant 
becoming  a  bank  holding  company 
through  acquisition  of  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Appleton 
State  Bank  and  Northern  State  Bank, 
both  in  Appleton,  Wisconsin,  and  of  Bank 
of  Black  Creek,  Black  Creek,  Wisconsin. 

As  required  by  section  3(b)  of  the  Act, 
the  Board  notified  the  Commissioner  of 
Banks  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  of  the 
receipt  of  the  application  and  requested 
his  views.  The  Deputy  Commissioner 
replied  that  he  had  no  objection  to 
Applicant’s  becoming  a  holding  company 
through  the  acquisitions  proposed. 

Notice  of  receipt  of  the  application  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  16,  1962  (27  FH.  5752),  affording 
opportunity  for  submission  of  comments 
and  views  regarding  the  proposed  acqui¬ 
sitions.  The  time  provided  by  the  notice 
for  filing  comments  and  views  has  ex¬ 
pired  and  the  matter  has  been  considered 
fully  by  the  Board. 


It  is  hereby  ordered.  For  the  reasons 
set  forth  in  the  Board’s  Statement1  of 
this  date,  that  said  application  be  and 
hereby  is  granted,  provided  that  the  ac¬ 
quisitions  as  approved  shall  not  be  con¬ 
summated  (a)  within  seven  calendar 
days  after  the  date  of  this  order  or  (b) 
later  than  three  months  after  said  date. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  24th 
day  of  January  1963. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors.* 

[seal]  Merritt  Sherman, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-1022;  FUed,  Jan.  30.  1963: 

8:45  a.m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  No.  24FW— 1307] 

WESTERN  OIL  &  GAS  LEASE  CO. 

Notice  and  Order  for  Hearing 

January  25,  1963. 

I.  Western  Oil  &  Gas  Lease  Company 
(issuer),  First  National  Bank  Building, 
Abilene,  Texas,  a  Texas  partnership,  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  December  4, 
1962,  a  notification  on  Form  1-A  and  an 
offering  circular  relating  to  an  offering 
of  investment  contracts,  the  same  being 
7,880  acres  of  oil  and  gas  leases  in  40- 
acre  tracts  at  a  cash  price  of  $8  per  acre, 
for  an  aggregate  offering  of  $63,040,  or  an 
installment  price  of  $8.50  per  acre,  for 
an  aggregate  offering  of  $66,980,  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  an  exemption  from 
the  registration  requirements  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  3(b) 
and  Regulation  A  promulgated  there¬ 
under. 

n.  The  Commission,  on  December  28, 
1962,  issued  an  order  pursuant  to  Rule 
261  of  the  general  rules  and  regulations 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended,  temporarily  suspending  the  ex¬ 
emption  under  Regulation  A  and  afford¬ 
ing  to  any  person  having  an  interest 
therein  an  opportunity  to  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  pursuant  to  Rule  261.  A  written 
request  for  hearing  was  received  by  the 
Commission. 

The  Commission  deeming  it  necessary 
and  appropriate  to  determine  whether  to 
vacate  the  temporary  suspension  order 
or  to  enter  an  order  permanently  sus¬ 
pending  the  exemption, 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  Pursuant  to  Rule 
261  of  the  general  rules  and  regulations 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended,  that  a  hearing  be  held  at  the 
Fort  Worth  Regional  Office  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  301  US.  Courthouse,  10th  and 
Lamar  Streets,  Fort  Worth  2,  Texas,  at 
10:00  am.,  March  4,  1963,  with  respect 
to  the  following  matters  and  questions, 
without  prejudice,  however,  to  the  speci- 


1  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Copies  available  upon  request  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington  25,  D.C.  or  to  the  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  of  Chicago. 

*  Voting  for  this  action:  Unanimous,  with 
all  members  present. 


Thursday ,  January  31,  1963 
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fication  of  additional  Issues  which  may 
be  presented  in  these  proceedings: 

A.  Whether  the  offering  circular  omits 
to  state  material  facts  necessary  in  order 
to  make  the  statements  made,  in  the  light 
of  the  circumstances  under  which  they 
are  made,  not  misleading,  in  that: 

1.  It  fails  to  disclose,  with  respect  to 
the  leases  offered,  their  location  relative 
to  oil  production,  natural  gas  production, 
and  dry  holes,  together  with  the  depth 
of  such  dry  holes,  if  any,  and  the  names 
of  the  respective  operators  on  such  dry 
holes. 

2.  It  fails  to  disclose  that  the  leases 
being  offered  are  those  which  were  ob¬ 
tainable  at  the  lowest  price  per  acre, 
which  would  indicate  that  there  was  no 
informed  opinion  that  such  leases  were 
located  in  areas  with  favorable  attributes 
that  could  be  determined  by  purchasers 
of  leases. 

3.  It  fails  to  disclose  that  the  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  leases  in  40-acre  tracts  to 
scattered  investors  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try  does  not  facilitate  exploratory  activ¬ 
ities,  if  such  activities  should  be  under¬ 
taken,  since  one  or  more  persons  could 
hold  up  such  activities  by  exorbitant 
demands. 

4.  It  fails  to  disclose  the  price  paid  per 
acre  for  the  leases  by  W.  C.  Smith,  from 
whom  the  leases  are  to  be  purchased  by 
the  issuer. 

5.  It  fails  to  disclose  whether  or  not 
any  geological  survey  has  been  made 
and,  if  so,  the  results  thereof. 

6.  It  fails  to  disclose  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  leases,  including  the 
number  of  years  for  which  they  run,  and 
whether  or  not  any  delay  rentals  or  any 
other  payments  are  required  to  keep  the 
leases  in  effect. 

7.  It  fails  to  disclose  clearly  that  the 
issuer  has  no  cash  or  other  assets  avail¬ 
able  to  cover  issuer’s  expenses  in  making 
this  offering  and  that  any  such  expenses 
could  be  paid  only  out  of  funds  received 
from  the  offering. 

B.  Whether  the  offering  would  operate 
as  a  fraud  and  deceit  upon  purchasers, 
in  violation  of  section  17(a)  of  the  Se¬ 
curities  Act  of  1933. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  Frederick 
Zazove,  or  any  officer  or  officers  of  the 
Commission  designated  by  it  for  that 
purpose,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing; 
and  any  officer  or  officers  so  designated 
to  preside  at  any  such  hearing  are  hereby 
authorized  to  exercise  all  of  the  powers 
granted  to  the  Commission  under  sec¬ 
tions  19(b),  21  and  22(c)  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  and  to  hear¬ 
ing  officers  under  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  shall  serve  a  copy 
of  this  order  by  registered  mail  on  West¬ 
ern  Oil  &  Gas  Lease  Company;  that  no¬ 
tice  of  the  entering  of  this  order  shall 
be  given  to  all  other  persons  by  general 
release  of  the  Commission  and  by  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register.  Any 
person  who  desires  to  be  heard  or  other¬ 
wise  wishes  to  participate  in  such  hear¬ 
ing  shall  file  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  on  or  before  March  1,  1963, 
a  request  relating  thereto  as  provided  in 
Rule  9(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice. 


It  is  further  ordered,  That  Western 
Oil  &  Gas  Lease  Company,  pursuant  to 
Rule  7  of  the  rules  of  practice  of  the 
Commission  (17  CFR  201.7) ,  shall  file  an 
answer  to  the  allegations  set  forth  in  sec¬ 
tion  n  hereinabove.  Such  answer  shall 
be  filed  in  the  manner,  form,  and  within 
the  time  prescribed  by  Rule  7  of  the  rules 
of  practice  of  the  Commission  (17  CFR 
201.7)  and  shall  specifically  admit  or 
deny  or  state  that  Western  Oil  &  Gas 
Lease  Company  does  not  have,  and  is 
unable  to  obtain,  sufficient  information 
to  admit  or  deny  each  of  the  allegations 
set  forth  in  section  n  hereinabove. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  if  Western 
Oil  &  Gas  Lease  Company  fails  to  file  an 
answer  pursuant  to  17  CFR  201.7  within 
fifteen  days  after  service  upon  it  of  this 
notice  and  order  for  hearing,  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  may  be  determined  against 
Western  Oil  &  Gas  Lease  Company  by 
the  Commission  upon  consideration  of 
this  notice  and  order  for  hearing,  and 
said  allegations  in  section  II  above  may 
be  deemed  to  be  true. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  ORVAL  L.  DUBOIS, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  63-1033;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:47  a.m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  240] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

January  25, 1963. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  propos¬ 
als  to  operate  over  deviation  routes  for 
operating  convenience  only  have  been 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  under  the  Commission’s  Devia¬ 
tion  Rules  Revised,  1957  (49  CFR  211.1 
(c)  (8) )  and  notice  thereof  to  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR  211.1(d) 
(4)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
211.1(e) )  at  any  time  but  will  not  oper¬ 
ate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations  unless  filed  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s  De¬ 
viation  Rules  Revised,  1957,  will  be  num¬ 
bered  consecutively  for  convenience  in 
identification  and  protests  if  any  should 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  82  (Deviation  No.  2),  BEST 
WAY  OF  INDIANA,  INC.,  10  Cherry 
Street,  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  10, 1962.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
of  general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Columbus,  Ind.,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65  to  Louisville,  Ky.,  and 


return  over  the  same  route,  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  the  same  commodities 
over  a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  over  Indiana 
Highway  37  to  Paoli,  Ind.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  150  to  Palmyra,  Ind., 
thence  over  Indiana  Highway  135  to 
Corydon,  Ind.,  thence  over  Indiana  High¬ 
way  62  to  New  Albany,  Ind.,  thence  across 
the  Ohio  River  to  Louisville,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  222  (Deviation  No.  8) ,  NEW 
YORK  CONSOLIDATED  FREIGHT- 
WAYS,  715  South  25th  Avenue,  Bell- 
wood,  HI.,  filed  December  31, 1962.  Car¬ 
rier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  From  Mace¬ 
donia,  Ohio,  over  Ohio  Highway  82  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  306,  thence  over 
Ohio  Highway  306  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  90,  thence  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  90  to  Interchange  61  of  the  New 
York  Thruway,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Boston, 
Mass.,  over  Massachusetts  Highway  9  to 
Worchester,  Mass.,  thence  over  Massa¬ 
chusetts  Highway  12  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  20,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
20  to  Albany,  N.Y.,  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  5  to  Herkimer,  N.Y.,  thence 
over  New  York  Highway  28  to  Mohawk, 
N.Y.,  thence  over  New  York  Highway  5S 
to  Utica,  N.Y.,  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  5  via  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  York  Highway  173,  thence  over 
New  York  Highway  173  to  Jordan,  N.Y., 
thence  over  New  York  Highway  31  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  47,  thence 
over  New  York  Highway  47  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  33-A,  thence  over 
New  York  Highway  33-A  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  33,  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  33  to  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  thence  over 
New  York  Highway  5  to  Silver  Creek, 
N.Y.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to 
Willoughby,  Ohio,  thence  over  Lakeland 
Boulevard  and  St.  Clair  Avenue  to  junc¬ 
tion  Ohio  Highway  254,  thence  over  Ohio 
Highway  254  to  junction  Ohio  Highway 
57,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  57  to  Lo¬ 
rain,  Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  2 
to  Bryan,  Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  2  (formerly  U.S.  Highway  6)  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  6,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  6  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
41,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Chi¬ 
cago;  and  from  Canton,  Ohio,  over  Ohio 
Highway  8  to  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  222  (Deviation  No.  9) ,  NEW 
YORK  CONSOLIDATED  FREIGHT- 
WAYS,  715  South  25th  Avenue,  Bell- 
wood,  Ill.,  filed  December  31,  1962.  Car¬ 
rier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over 
a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn.,  over  Connecticut  Highway 
15  (Wilbur  Cross  Highway)  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  84  at  the  Connecti- 
cut-Massachusetts  State  line,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  84  to  junction 


930 


NOTICES 


Interstate  Highway  90,  thence  over  In-  ing  convenience  only.  Hie  notice  indi-  to  Atlanta,  and  return  over  the  same 

terstate  Highway  90  to  junction  Massa-  cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  author-  route. 

chusetts  Highway  12.  and  return  over  ized  to  transport  the  same  commodities  No.  MC  2202  (Deviation  No.  54), 

the  same  route,  for  operating  conven-  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  ROADWAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  1077  Gorge 

ience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that  Between  Monroe  and  Shreveport,  La.,  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  471,  Akron  10,  Ohio, 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  over  UJS.  Highway  80.  filed  August  27,  1962.  Carrier  proposes 

transport  the  same  commodities  over  No.  MC  2202  (Deviation  No.  51) ,  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo- 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  Prom  ROADWAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  1077  Gorge  tor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
Boston,  Mass.,  over  Massachusetts  High-  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  471,  Akron  10,  Ohio,  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
way  9  to  Worcester,  Mass.,  thence  over  filed  September  5,  1962.  Carrier  pro-  as  follows:  Between  Lawrence,  Kans., 
Massachusetts  Highway  12  to  junction  poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  and  Cambridge,  Ohio,  over  Interstate 
UJS.  Highway  20,  thence  over  U.S.  High-  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities.  Highway  70,  for  operating  convenience 
way  20  to  Albany,  N.Y.,  thence  over  New  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car- 
York  Highway  5  to  Herkimer,  N.Y.,  route  as  follows:  Between  Bay  City,  rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
thence  over  New  York  Highway  28  to  Mich.,  and  Macon,  Ga.,  over  Interstate  the  same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
Mohawk,  N.Y.,  thence  over  New  York  Highway  75,  for  operating  convenience  service  route  as  follows:  Prom  Lawrence 
Highway  5-S  to  Utica,  N.Y.,  thence  over  only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car-  over  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  of  Al- 
New  York  Highway  5  via  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport  temate  U.S.  Highway  40,  east  of  Mul- 
to  junction  New  York  Highway  173,  the  same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  berry  Grove,  HI.,  thence  over  Alternate 
thence  over  New  York  Highway  173  to  service  route  as  follows:  Prom  Bay  City  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  of  U.S. 
Jordan,  N.Y.,  thence  over  New  York  over  U.S.  Highway  23  to  Flint,  Mich.,  Highway  40,  west  of  Brownstown,  HI., 
Highway  31  to  junction  New  York  High-  thence  over  UJ3.  Highway  10  to  Detroit,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction 
way  47,  thence  over  New  York  Highway  Mich.,  thence  over  UJ3.  Highway  25  to  Ohio  Highway  440,  west  of  Englewood, 
47  to  junction  New  York  Highway  33-A,  Toledo,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  440  to 
thence  over  New  York  Highway  33-A  to  24  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  40,  west  of 
junction  New  York  Highway  33,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction  Ohio  Springfield,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  High- 
over  New  York  Highway  33  to  Buffalo,  Highway  12,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  way  40  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  440 
N.Y.,  thence  over  New  York  Highway  5  12  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  25  at  Find-  west  of  Kirkersville,  Ohio,  thence  over 
to  Silver  Creek,  N.Y.,  thence  over  U.S.  lay,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  25  Ohio  Highway  440  to  junction  U.S.  High- 
Highway  20  to  Willoughby,  Ohio,  thence  to  Corbin,  Ky.,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway  way  40  west  of  Brownsville,  Ohio,  thence 
over  Lakeland  Boulevard  and  St.  Clair  25W  to  Knoxville,  Term.,  thence  over  over  U.S.  Highway  40  to  Cambridge,  and 
Avenue  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  254,  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  return  over  the  same  route, 
thence  over  Ohio  Highway  254  to  junc-  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Carters-  No.  MC  2202  (Deviation  No.  55) , 
tion  Ohio  Highway  57,  thence  over  Ohio  ville,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  ROADWAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  1077  Gorge 
Highway  57  to  Lorain,  Ohio,  thence  over  293  to  junction  of  UJ3.  Highway  41,  Boulevard,  Akron  10,  Ohio,  filed  De- 
Ohio  Highway  2  to  Bryan,  Ohio,  thence  thence  over  UJS.  Highway  41  to  Macon,  cember  26,  1962.  Carrier  proposes  to 
over  Ohio  Highway  2  (formerly  U.S.  and  return  over  the  same  route.  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 

Highway  6)  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  No.  MC  2202  (Deviation  No.  52),  (can-  vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 

thence  over  U.S.  Highway  6  to  junction  celling  Deviation  Nos.  13  and  22)  ROAD-  certain  exceptions  over  a  deviation  route 
U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  over  UJ3.  High-  WAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  1077  Gorge  Bou-  as  follows:  Between  Mifflin,  Ohio,  and 
way  41  to  Chicago;  and  from  New  Haven,  levard,  P.O.  Box  471,  Akron,  Ohio,  filed  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highways  30  and  30N 
Conn.,  over  U.S.  Highway  5  to  Hartford,  August  20,  1962.  Carrier  proposes  to  west  of  Mansfield,  Ohio,  over  U.S.  High- 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  5  or  5-A  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  way  30,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
Springfield,  Mass.,  and  return  over  the  vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 

same  routes.  _  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  presently  authorized  to  transport  the 

No.  MC  1222  (Deviation  No.  1) ,  THE  as  follows:  Between  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  serv- 
REINHARDT  TRANSFER  COMPANY,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  over  Interstate  High-  ice  route  as  follows:  From  Mifflin,  over 
1410  10th  Street,  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  way  94,  for  operating  convenience  only.  Ohio  Highway  430  (formerly  U.S.  High- 
filed  November  2,  1962.  Carrier  pro-  The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  way  30)  to  Mansfield,  thence  over  un¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  presently  authorized  to  transport  the  numbered  highway  (formerly  U.S.  High- 
motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  serv-  way  30N)  to  the  junction  U.S.  Highway 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  deviation  ice  route  as  follows  w  From  Detroit,  Mich.  30N,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
routes  as  follows:  (A)  From  Chicago,  over  Michigan  Highway  17  to  junction  No.  MC  2229  (Deviation  No.  6),  RED 
HI.,  over  Interstate  Highway  65  to  In-  U.S.  Highway  12  at  Ann  Arbor,  Mich.,  BALL  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O. 
dianapolis,  Ind.;  and  (B)  from  Indian-  thence  over  UJS.  Highway  12  to  junction  Box  10837,  3177  Irving  Boulevard,  Dallas 
'  apolis,  over  Interstate  Highway  74  to  UJ5.  Highway  20  at  Gary,  Ind.,  thence  7,  Tex.,  filed  December  3,  1962.  Carrier 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  return  over  the  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction  UJS.  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
same  routes,  for  operating  convenience  Highway  41  at  Chicago,  HI.,  thence  over  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car-  u.S.  Highway  41  to  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  and  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport  return  over  the  same  route.  route  as  follows:  from  Dallas,  Tex.,  over 

the  same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  No.  MC  2202  (Deviation  No.  53),  U.S.  Highway  77  to  junction  Texas  High- 

service  route  as  follows:  From  Chicago  ROADWAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  1077  Gorge  way  24  near  Denton,  Tex.,  thence  over 
over  UJS.  Highway  41  to  junction  UJS.  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  471,  Akron  10,  Ohio,  Texas  Highway  24  to  McKinney,  Tex., 
Highway  52,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway  filed  November  19,  1962.  Carrier  pro-  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  75  to 
52  to  Indianapolis,  thence  over  UB.  poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  Sherman,  Tex.,  and  return  over  the  same 
Highway  421  to  junction  UB.  Highway  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  route,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
46,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  46  to  junc-  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
tion  UB.  Highway  52  and  thence  over  route  as  follows:  From  Asheville,  N.C.,  presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
UB.  Highway  52  to  Cincinnati,  and  re-  over  UB.  Highway  23  to  the  junction  of  same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  serv- 
tum  over  the  same  route.  Georgia  Highway  317,  thence  over  Geor-  ice  route  as  follows:  from  Dallas  over 

No.  MC  2130  (Deviation  No.  1)  RED  gia' Highway  317  to  junction  Interstate  UB.  Highway  67  to  Greenville,  Tex., 
BALL  MOTOR  FREIGHT  (SOUTH-  Highway  85,  thence  over  Interstate  High-  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  69  to  Bells, 
EAST),  INC., P.O.  Box  1760, 1214  Airport  way  85  to  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  return  over  Tex.,  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  82 
Drive,  Shreveport,  La.,  filed  November  the  same  route,  for  operating  conven-  to  Sherman,  and  return  over  the  same 
19,  1962.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  ience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that  route. 

a  common  carrier ,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  No.  MC  2542  (Deviation  No.  10) ,  AD- 
general  commodities,  with  certain  excep-  transport  the  same  commodities  over  a  LEY  EXPRESS  COMPANY,  216  Crown 
tions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  pertinent  Service  route  as  follows:  From  Street,  New  Haven,  Conn.,  filed  Decem- 
Between  Monroe,  La.,  and  Minden,  La.,  Asheville  over  U.S.  Highway  25  to  Green-  ber  23, 1962.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate 
over  Interstate  Highway  20.  for  operat-  ville,  S.C.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  29  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
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general  commodities,  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  follows: 
Prom  junction  U.S.  Highway  1  and  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  207  north  of  Richmond, 
Va.,  over  Virginia  Highway  207  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  301,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  301  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
50,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  commodi¬ 
ties  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Prom  Suffolk,  Va.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  460  to  Petersburg,  Va.,  and  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  1  via  Richmond  and 
Fredericksburg,  Va.,  to  Baltimore,  Md.; 
from  Washington  over  U.S.  Highway  50 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  301,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  301  to  junction  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  2,  thence  over  Maryland 
Highway  2  to  Baltimore,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
130,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  130  to 
junction  unnumbered  highway  (formerly 
U.S.  Highway  130),  thence  over  un¬ 
numbered  highway  via  Gibbstown,  Pauls- 
boro,  and  Thorofare,  N.J.,  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  130,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  130  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  1, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  2962  (Deviation  No.  2) ,  A.  &  H. 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  1277  Maxwell  Ave¬ 
nue,  Evansville,  Ind.,  filed  January  3, 
1963.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Prom  Louisville,  Ky.,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65  to  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  no¬ 
tice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  Prom  New  Albany, 
Ind.,  over  U.S.  Highway  150  via  Pal¬ 
myra,  Ind.,  to  Paoli,  Ind.,  thence  over 
Indiana  Highway  56  to  Salem,  Ind.  (also 
from  Palmyra  over  Indiana  Highway  135 
to  Salem) ,  thence  over  Indiana  Highway 
135  to  Brownstown,  Ind.;  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  Seymour,  Ind.,  thence  over 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  31  to  Columbus, 
Ind.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to 
Franklin,  Ind.,  thence  over  Indiana 
Highway  144  to  Bargersville,  Ind.,  and 
thence  over  Indiana  Highway  135  to  In¬ 
dianapolis,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  6945  (Deviation  No.  6),  THE 
NATIONAL  TRANSIT  CORPORATION, 
4401  Stecker  Avenue,  Dearborn  2,  Mich., 
filed  January  7,  1963.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  (A)  Prom  Maumee,  Ohio,  over 
U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  37  at  Huntington,  Ind.,  thence 
over  Indiana  Highway  37  to  Noblesville, 
Ind.,  and  (B)  from  Maumee  over  U.S. 
Highway  24  to  junction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  37  at  Huntington,  thence  over  In¬ 
diana  Highway  37  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  9  at  Marion,  Ind.,  thence  over 
Indiana  Highway  9  to  Anderson,  Ind., 
and  return  over  the  same  routes,  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 


authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as 
follows:  From  Maumee  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  25  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  33  at 
Wapakoneta,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  33  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  29, 
thence  over  Ohio  Highway  29  to  the 
Ohio-Indiana  State  Line,  thence  over  In¬ 
diana  Highway  67  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  32  at  Anderson,  thence  over  In¬ 
diana  Highway  32  to  Noblesville,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  10343  (Deviation  No.  2) , 
CHURCHILL  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
Highway  36  West,  Chillicothe,  Mo.,  filed 
January  16,  1963.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  deviation  routes 
as  follows:  (A)  From  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  69  and  Missouri  Highway 
10,  near  Excelsior  Springs,  Mo.,  over 
Missouri  Highway  10  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  24,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  24 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  36  at  Monroe 
City,  Mo.;  and  (B)  from  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  over  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  36  at  Monroe  City,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  routes,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Kansas  City  over  U5.  Highway  69  to 
junction  UJS.  Highway  36,  thence  over 
US.  Highway  36  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  24,  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
24  to  Quincy,  Ill.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC  10761  (Deviation  No.  23) , 
TRANSAMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  1700  North  Waterman  Avenue,  De¬ 
troit  9,  Mich.,  filed  June  29,  1962.  Car¬ 
rier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  Be¬ 
tween  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
over  Interstate  Highway  94,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  From 
Chicago  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Mil¬ 
waukee;  and  from  Chicago  over  Illinois 
Highway  42  to  the  Illinois-Wisconsin 
State  line,  thence  over  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  42  to  Racine,  Wis.,  thence  over  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  38  to  junction  County 
Highway  H,  and  thence  over  County 
Highway  H  to  Milwaukee,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  10761  (Deviation  No.  24); 
TRANSAMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  1700  North  Waterman  Avenue,  De¬ 
troit  9,  Mich.,  filed  June  29,  1962.  Car¬ 
rier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Chicago,  HI.,  over  Interstate  Highway  55 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  80,  and 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  80  to 
Lincoln,  Nebr.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route  as  follows:  From  Chicago  over 
U.S.  Highway  34  to  junction  Illinois 


Highway  92,  thence  over  Illinois  High¬ 
way  92  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  and 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  6  to  Lincoln, 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

$*o.  MC  10761  (Deviation  No.  25), 
TRANSAMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  1700  North  Waterman  Avenue,  De¬ 
troit  9,  Mich.,  filed  July  5,  1962.  The 
carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  Be¬ 
tween  Detroit,  and  Bay  City,  Mich.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  75,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Detroit  over  U.S.  Highway  10  to  Saginaw, 
Mich.,  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  23 
to  Bay  City,  Mich.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC  10761  (Deviation  No.  26), 
TRANSAMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  1700  North  Waterman  Avenue,  De¬ 
troit  9,  Mich.,  filed  July  5,  1962.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  New  York,  N.Y., 
over  Interstate  Highway  95  to  Boston, 
Mass.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  pertinent  service  routes 
as  follows:  From  New  York  over  U.S. 
Highway  1  to  Bridgeport,  Conn.,  thence 
over  Connecticut  Highway  65  to  Shelton, 
Conn.,  thence  over  Connecticut  Highway 
8  to  Waterbury,  Conn.,  thence  over  Al¬ 
ternate  U.S.  Highway  6  to  Milldale, 
Conn.,  thence  over  Connecticut  Highway 
10  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6  and  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  6  to  Hartford;  from 
Hartford  over  U.S.  Highway  5  and  Al¬ 
ternate  U.S.  Highway  5  to  New  Haven, 
Conn.,  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  1 
to  Bridgeport;  and  from  Boston  over 
U.S.  Highway  1  via  Providence,  R.I.,  to 
junction  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  1  near 
Stonington,  Conn.,  thence  over  Alternate 
U.S.  Highway  1  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
1;  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  1  via 
New  London,  Conn.,  to  New  Haven  (also 
from  Providence  over  Rhode  Island 
Highway  3  to  Hopkinton,  R.I.,  thence 
over  Rhode  Island  Highway  84  to  the 
Rhode  Island-Connecticut  State  line; 
thence  over  Connecticut  Highway  84  to 
New  London) ,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes. 

No.  MC  10761  (Deviation  No.  27), 
TRANSAMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  1700  North  Waterman  Avenue,  De¬ 
troit  9,  Mich.,  filed  July  5,  1962.  Car¬ 
rier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  74  to  Danville,  HI.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows: 
From  Cincinnati  over  U.S.  Highway  52 
to  juncticn  U.S.  Highway  41,  and  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Chicago;  from 
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Indianapolis  over  Indiana  Highway  34 
to  the  Indiana-Illinois  State  line,  thence 
over  Illinois  Highway  10  to  Champaign, 
Ill.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  150  via 
Bloomington,  HI.,  to  Peoria,  HI.;  and 
from  Indianapolis  over  the  above  speci¬ 
fied  route  to  Bloomington,  thence  over 
Hlinois  Highway  9  to  Pekin,  HI.,  and 
thence  over  Hlinois  Highway  29  to  Pe¬ 
oria;  and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  10872  (Deviation  No.  8) ,  BE- 
MAC  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  7400 
North  Broadway,  St.  Louis  15,  Mo.,  filed 
January  7,  1963.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Carthage,  Mo.,  over 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  71  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  166,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  166  to  Joplin,  Mo.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  for  operating  conveni¬ 
ence  only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  the  same  commodities  over  a  perti¬ 
nent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Carthage  over  U.S.  Highway  66  to  Joplin, 
and  return  over  the  same,  route. 

No.  MC  21571  (Deviation  No.  1), 
SCHERER  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  424 
West  Madison  Street,  Ottawa,  HI.,  filed 
January  10,  1963.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  (1)  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  deviation  routes 
as  follows:  (A)  From  Peoria,  HI.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  74  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  150  near  Deer  Creek,  HI.;  (B) 
from  junction  Interstate  Highways  55 
and  80  near  Joliet,  HI.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  its  present  terminus  near 
Spring  Valley,  HI.;  (C)  from  Chicago, 
HI.,  over  Interstate  Highway  94  to  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.;  (D)  from  Chicago,  HI., 
over  Interstate  Highway  90  to  Beloit, 
Wis.;  (E)  from  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  94  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  294,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  294  to  junction  East-West 
Tollway,  thence  over  East- West  Tollway 
to  Aurora,  Ill.;  and  (F)  from  Chicago, 
HI.,  over  Interstate  Highway  55  to  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  and  (2)  specified  commodi¬ 
ties,  over  a  deviation  route  as  from 
Chicago,  HI.,  over  Interstate  Highway  90 
to  Madison,  Wis.,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities,  over  pertinent 
service  routes  as  follows:  From  Peoria 
over  U.S.  Highway  150  to  Bloomington, 
HI. ;  from  the  Indiana-Illinois  State  line 
over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Joliet,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  6  to  Spring  Valley, 
thence  over  Hlinois  Highway  29  to 
Bureau,  HI.;  from  Chicago  over  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  Milwaukee;  from  Chicago 
over  U.S.  Highway  34  to  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highways  34  and  51  at  Mendota, 
HI.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  51  to 
Beloit;  from  Milwaukee  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41  to  junction  niinois  Highway  63, 
thence  over  Illinois  Highway  63  to  junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highway  59,  thence  over 
Hlinois  Highway  59  to  junction  Hlinois 
Highway  65,  and  thence  over  Hlinois 
Highway  65  to  Aurora;  from  Chicago 
over  either  U.S.  Highway  66  or  Alternate 
U.S.  Highway  66  to  Gardner,  HI.,  thence 


over  U.S.  Highway  66  to  St.  Louis;  and 
from  Chicago  over  U.S.  Highway  12  to 
Madison; .  and  return  over  the  same 
routes. 

No.  MC  22229  (Deviation  No.  8) ,  TER¬ 
MINAL  TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC., 
180  Harriet  Street  SE.,  P.O.  Box  1918, 
Atlanta  1.  Ga.,  filed  July  2,  1962.  Car¬ 
rier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over 
deviation  routes  as  follows:  (A)  from 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  24  via  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  75,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  75  to  junction  Flor¬ 
ida  Highway  24;  and  (B)  from  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.,  over  Interstate  Highway  10  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  19  at  Monticello, 
Fla.,  and  return  over  the  same  routes, 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The  no¬ 
tice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  From  Nashville  over 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  Lake  City,  Fla.,  and 
Tampa,  Fla.;  from  Lake  City  over  U.S. 
Highway  90  to  Jacksonville;  from  Macon, 
Ga.,  over  U.S.  Highway  23  to  Jackson¬ 
ville;  from  Nashville  over  U.S.  Highway 
31  to  Birmingham,  Ala.;  from  Birming¬ 
ham  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to  Montgom¬ 
ery,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  231 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  84  at  Dothan, 
Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  84  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  19  at  Thomas- 
ville,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  19 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  98,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  98  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41;  and  from  Monticello  over  U.S. 
Highway  90  to  Lake  City;  and  return 
over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  29120  (Deviation  No.  2) ,  WIL¬ 
SON  STORAGE  AND  TRANSFER  CO., 
1500  I  Avenue,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  filed 
November  26,  1962.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Chicago,  HI.,  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  90  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  14  near  Janesville,  Wis.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  14  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  16  at  LaCrosse,  Wis.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  16  across  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River  at  La  Crosse,  to  junction 
Minnesota  Highway  44,  thence  over  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  44  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  52,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  52 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  16,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  16  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  90  near  Beaver  Creek,  Minn., 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  90  to 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities  ever  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Chicago 
over  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway  southeast  of  Marshalltown, 
Iowa,  thence  over  unnumbered  highway 
to  Marshalltown,  thence  over  Iowa  High¬ 
way  330  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Denison, 
Iowa,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  59  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  141,  thence  over 
Iowa  Highway  141,  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa, 


thence  over.  U.S.  Highway  77  to  Sioux 
Falls,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  31444  (Sub-No.  1)  (Deviation 
No.  2),  SCHREIBER  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  1315-1399  Washington  Boulevard, 
Pittsburgh  6,  Pa.,  filed  September  24, 
1962.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  follows: 
From  Baltimore,  Md.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
40,  via  the  Delaware  Memorial  Bridge  to 
Interchange  1  of  the  New  Jersey  Turn¬ 
pike,  thence  over  the  New  Jersey  Turn¬ 
pike  to  Interchange  14  to  Jersey  City, 
N.J.,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  commodi¬ 
ties  over  pertinent  service  routes  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  Breezewood,  Pa.,  thence 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  126  to  War- 
fordsburg.  Pa.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
522  to  Hancock,  Md.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  Frederick,  Md.,  thence 
over  Maryland  Highwiys  71  and  26  to 
Baltimore;  from  Chambersburg,  Pa.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Elizabeth, 
N.J.;  from  Philadelphia  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  13  to  Trenton,  N.J.,  thence  over  New 
Jersey  Highway  33  to  Robbinsville,  N.J., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  130  to  New 
Brunswick,  N.J.,  thence  over  New  Jersey 
Highway  27  to  Newark  N.J.;  from  Phila¬ 
delphia  across  the  Delaware  River  to 
Camden,  N.J.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
130  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  206,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  206  to  Trenton;  from 
Philadelphia .  to  Camden  as  specified 
above,  thence  over  unnumbered  highway 
(known  as  River  Road)  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  130,  and  thence  to  Trenton  as 
specified  above;  and  from  Philadelphia 
over  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Trenton;  and 
return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  35484  (Deviation  No.  7),  VI¬ 
KING  FREIGHT  CO**PANY,  614  South 
Sixth  Street,  St.  Louis  2.  Mo.,  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1962.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  junction  Ohio  Highway 
18  and  Interstate  Highway  71,  approxi¬ 
mately  3.5  miles  east  cf  Medina,  Ohio, 
over  Interstate  Highway  71  to  junction 
UJ5.  Highway  36,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  36  to  Delaware,  Ohio,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
junction  Ohio  Highway  18  and  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  71,  over  Ohio  Highway  18 
to  Medina,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  42 
to  Delaware,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  35484  (Daviation  No.  8) ,  VI¬ 
KING  FREIGHT  COMPANY,  614  South 
Sixth  Street,  St.  Louis  2,  Mo.,  filed  De¬ 
cember  28,  1962.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows :  From  Dayton,  Ohio,  over  U.S. 
Highway  25  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
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75  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  for  operating  conven-  ~ 
ience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  the  same  commodities  over  a  per¬ 
tinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  over  U.S.  Highway  42 
(formerly  U.S.  Highway  25)  to  junction 
unnumbered  highway  (formerly  U.S. 
Highway  25)  south  of  Gano,  Ohio,  thence 
over  unnumbered  highway  via  West 
Chester,  Maud,  Monroe,  Franklin, 
Miamisburg,  and  West  Carrollton,  Ohio, 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  25  near 
Moraine  City,  Ohio,  thence  'over  U.S. 
Highway  25  to  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  35484  (Deviation  No.  9),  VI¬ 
KING  FREIGHT  COMPANY,  614  South 
Sixth  Street,  St.  Louis  2,  Mo.,  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1962.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  junction  Ohio  Highway 
18  and  Interstate  Highway  71,  approxi¬ 
mately  3.5  miles  east  of  Medina,  Ohio, 
over  Interstate  Highway  71  to  Columbus, 
Ohio,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  From  junction  Ohio 
Highway  18  and  Interstate  Highway  71, 
over  Ohio  Highway  18  to  Medina,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  42  to  Delaware,  Ohio, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  23  to  Colum¬ 
bus,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  40858  (Deviation  No.  11) ,  THE 
SILVER  FLEET  MOTOR  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  Eastman  Road,  Kingsport,  Tenn., 
filed  July  5,  1962.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,*  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Chattanooga,  Tenn., 
over  Interstate  Highway  24  to  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  and  return  over  the  same  routes, 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  pertinent  service 
routes  as  follows:  From  Chattanooga 
over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Nashville,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  40858  (Deviation  No.  12) ,  THE 
SILVER  FLEET  MOTOR  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  Eastman  Road,  Kingsport,  Tenn., 
filed  July  5,  1962.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Louisville,  Ky.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  Chicago,  Ill., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  commodi¬ 
ties  over  pertinent  service  routes  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  Nashville,  Tenn., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31 W  via 
Goodlettsville,  Tenn.,  to  Sellersburg, 
Ind.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to 
junction  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  31, 
thence  over  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  31 
via  Seymour.  Ind.,  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31,  thence  over  UJ5.  Highway  31  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  431,  south  of 
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Greenwood,  Ind.,  thence  over  Indiana 
Highway  431  to  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  thence 
over  UJS.  Highway  52  to  Kentland,  Ind., 
and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.;  and  from  Chattanooga,  over 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  Nashville,  thence  over 
Highway  31E  via  Edenwold,  Tenn.,  to 
Sellersburg,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31 
to  junction  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  31, 
thence  over  Alternate  UJS.  Highway  31 
via  Seymour,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
31,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to 
Franklin,  Ind.,  thence  over  Indiana 
Highway  144  to  Bargersville,  Ind.,  thence 
over  Indiana  Highway  135  to  Indiana¬ 
polis,  Ind.,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway  52 
to  Lebanon,  Ind.,  thence  over  Indiana 
Highway  39  to  junction  Indiana  Highway 
38,  thence  over  Indiana  Highway  38  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  52,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  52  to  Lafayette,  Ind.,  and 
thence  to  Chicago  as  specified  above,  and 
return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  40858  (Deviation  No.  13) ,  THE 
SILVER  FLEET  MOTOR  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  Eastman  Road,  Kingsport,  Tenn., 
filed  August  9,  1962.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  junction  U.S. 
Highway  40  and  Interstate  Highway  70, 
west  of  Sugar  Grove,  Ohio,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40,  approximately  3  miles  east  of 
Arlington,  Ohio,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.,  over  U.S.  Highway  40  to 
Columbus,  Ohio,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC  40858  (Deviation  No.  14) ,  THE 
SILVER  FLEET  MOTOR  EXPRESS, 
Inc.,  Eastman  Road,  Kingsport,  Tenn., 
filed  September  ‘20,  1962.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  folllows:  From  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
over  Interstate  Highway  75  to  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Tenn.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  as  follows:  From  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  pertinent  service 
routes  as  follows:  From  Louisville,  Ky., 
over  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Graefenburg, 
Ky.,  thence  over  Kentucky  Highway  151 
to  Alton  Station,  Ky.,  thence  over  ’Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  35,  to  Danville,  Ky., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  150  via  Stan¬ 
ford,  Ky.,  to  Mt.  Vernon,  Ky.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  25  to  junction  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  490  (formerly  U.S.  High¬ 
way  25)  near  Livingston,  Ky.,  thence 
over  Kentucky  Highway  490  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  25,  near  Pittsburg,  Ky., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  25  to  Corbin, 
Ky.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  25E  to 
Tazewell,  Tenn.,  thence  over  Tennessee 
Highway  33  to  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  129  (formerly  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  33)  via  Maryville,  Tenn., 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  411  (formerly 
Tennessee  Highway  33) ,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  411  to  Madisonville,  Tenn., 
thence  over  Tennessee  Highway  68  to 


Sweetwater,  Tenn.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  11  to  Chattanooga;  from  Louis¬ 
ville  to  Stanford,  as  specified  above, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Chatta¬ 
nooga;  and  from  Cincinnati  over  U.S. 
Highway  25  to  Mt.  Vernon,  Ohio,  and 
return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  40858  (Deviation  No.  15) ,  THE 
SILVER  FLEET  MOTOR  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  Eastman  Road,  Kingsport,  Tenn., 
filed  September  20,  1962.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  over  Interstate  Highway  59  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  75,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  75  to  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  pertinent  service  routes 
as  follows:  From  Nashville,  Tenn.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  31  to  Birmingham;  from 
Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
41  to  Nashville,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31W  via  Goodlettsville,  Tenn.,  to 
Sellersburg,  Ind.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31  to  junction  Alternate  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31,  thence  over  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  31  via  Seymour,  Ind.,  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  31,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  31  to  junction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  431,  south  of  Greenwood,  Ind., 
thence  over  Indiana  Highway  431  to 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  52  to  Kentland,  Ind.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Chicago,  Ill.; 
from  Chattanooga  over  U.S.  Highway  41 
to  Nashville,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway 
31E  via  Edenwold,  Tenn.,  to  Sellersburg, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  3.1  to  junction 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  31,  thence  over 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  31  via  Seymour, 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  31,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  31  to  Franklin,  Ind., 
thence  over  Indiana  Highway  144  to 
Bargersville,  Ind.,  thence  over  Indiana 
Highway  135  to  Indianapolis,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  52  to  Lebanon,  Ind.,  thence 
over  Indiana  Highway  39  to  junction 
Indiana  Highway  38,  thence  over  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  38  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  52,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  52  to 
Lafayette,  Ind.,  thence  to  Chicago  as 
specified  above;  and  from  Louisville,  Ky., 
over  U.S.  Highway  42  to  Cincinnati,  and 
return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  40858  (Deviation  No.  16) ,  THE 
SILVER  FLEET  MOTOR  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  Eastman  Road,  Kingsport,  Tenn., 
filed  September  20,  1962.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commod¬ 
ities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  de¬ 
viation  route  as  follows:  From  junction 
Interstate  Highway  65  and  Interstate 
Highway  465  south  of  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
over  Interstate  Highway  465  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  65  northwest  of  In¬ 
dianapolis,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  pertinent  service 
routes  as  follows:  From  Chattanooga, 
Tenn.,  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31 W 
via  Goodlettsville,  Tenn.,  to  Sellersburg, 


934 


NOTICES 


Ind.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to 
junction  Alternate  UJS.  Highway  31, 
thence  over  Alternate  UJ3.  Highway  31 
via  Seymour,  Ind.,  to  junction  UJS.  High¬ 
way  31,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  431,  south  of 
Greenwood,  Ind.,  thence  over  Indiana 
Highway  431  to  Indianapolis,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  52  to  Kentland,  Ind., 
thence  over  UJS.  Highway  41  to  Chicago, 
HI.;  and  from  Chattanooga,  over  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  Nashville,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  3  IE  via  Edenwold,  Tenn., 
to  Sellersburg,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
31  via  Seymour,  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway  31  to 
Franklin,  Ind.,  thence  over  Indiana 
Highway  144  to  Bargersville,  Ind.,  thence 
over  Indiana  Highway  135  to  Indianap¬ 
olis,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  52  to 
Lebanon,  Ind.,  thence  over  Indiana  High¬ 
way  39  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  38, 
thence  over  Indiana  Highway  38  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  52,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  52  to  Lafayette,  Ind.,  thence  to 
Chicago  as  specified  above,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  40858  (Deviation  No.  17) ,  THE 
SILVER  FLEET  MOTOR  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  Eastman  Road,  Kingsport,  Tenn., 
filed  December  28,  1962.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities. 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  devia¬ 
tion  route  as  follows:  From  Guntersville, 
Ala.,  over  UJS.  Highway  431  to  junction 
Alabama  Highway  205,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  the  same  commodities  over  a  perti¬ 
nent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  over  UJS.  Highway  31 
to  Athens,  Ala.,  thence  over  UJS.  High¬ 
way  72  to  Huntsville,  Ala.,  thence  over 
UJS.  Highway  431  (formerly  UJ3.  High¬ 
way  241)  to  Guntersville,  thence  over 
Alabama  Highway  205  (formerly  UJS. 
Highway  241)  via  Albertville,  Saratoga 
and  Boaz,  Ala.,  to  junction  UJS.  High¬ 
way  431  (formerly  UJS.  Highway  241), 
thence  over  UJS.  Highway  431  to  Gads¬ 
den,  Ala.,  thence  over  UJ3.  Highway  411 
(formerly  UJS.  Highway  11)  to  junction 
UJS.  Highway  11,  thence  over  UJS.  High¬ 
way  11  to  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  44447  (Deviation  No.  5), 
SUBURBAN  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC., 
1100  King  Avenue,  Columbus  12,  Ohio, 
filed  July  30,  1962.  Attorney:  Taylor  C. 
Bumeson,  3430  Le  Veque-Lincoln  Tower, 
50  West  Broad  Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com - 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  From  Charles¬ 
ton,  W.  Va.,  over  Interstate  Highway  77 
to  Parkersburg,  W.  Va.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  for  operating  conveni¬ 
ence  only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  the  same  commodities  over  a  perti¬ 
nent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Charleston  over  U.S.  Highway  21  to  Par¬ 
kersburg,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  44447  (Deviation  No.  6). 
SUBURBAN  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC., 
1100  King  Avenue,  Columbus  12,  Ohio, 
filed  August  29,  1962.  Attorney:  Taylor 


C.  Bumeson,  3430  Le  Veque-Lincoln 
Tower,  50  West  Broad  Street,  Columbus 
15,  Ohio.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  follows: 
From  Akron,  Ohio,  over  UJ3.  Highway 
224  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  71, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  71  to 
Columbus,  Ohio,  thence  over  UJS.  High¬ 
way  23  to  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  thence  over 
UJS.  Highway  52  to  Huntington,  W.  Va., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for  oper¬ 
ating  convenience  only.  The  notice  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  commodi¬ 
ties  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Akron  over  Ohio  Highway 
241  to  Massillon,  Ohio,  thence  over  UJ3. 
Highway  21  to  Marietta,  Ohio,  thence 
over  Ohio  Highway  7  to  Chesapeake, 
Ohio,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway  52  to 
Huntington,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  59680  (Deviation  No.  18), 
STRICKLAND  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5689,  Dallas  2,  Tex., 
filed  December  23,  1962.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Houston,  Tex.,  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  10,  to  Beaumont,  Tex., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  Between  Houston,  Tex.,  and 
Beaumont,  Tex.,  over  U.S.  Highway  90. 

No.  MC  59894  (Deviation  No.  1), 
TEXAS-ARIZONA  MOTOR  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1034,  El  Paso  99,  Tex., 
filed  January  14,  1963.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Houston,  Tex.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  290,  via  Hempstead,  Gid- 
dings,  Austin,  Johnson  City,  and  Fred¬ 
ericksburg,  Tex.,  to  junction  Texas  High¬ 
way  27,  approximately  22  miles  east  of 
Junction,  Tex.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  pertinent  service 
routes  as  follows:  From  Houston  over 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  90  to  junction, 
Texas  Highway  102  (formerly  Alternate 
U.S.  Highway  90),  at  Eagle  Lake,  Tex., 
thence  over  Texas  Highway  102  to  junc¬ 
tion  UJS.  Highway  90  near  Columbus, 
Tex.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  90  via 
Columbus  and  Waelder,  Tex.,  to  San  An¬ 
tonio,  Tex.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  87 
to  Comfort,  Tex.,  thence  over  Texas 
Highway  27  to  junction  UJS.  Highway 
290,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway  290  via 
Sonora,  Tex.,  to  Ozona,  Tex.;  and  from 
Houston  over  U.S.  Highway  90  to  junc¬ 
tion  Texas  Highway  102,  near  Columbus, 
and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  59894  (Deviation  No.  2), 
TEXAS-ARIZONA  MOTOR  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1034,  El  Paso  99,  Tex., 
filed  January  14,  1963.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 


follows:  From  San  Antonio.  Tex.,  over 
UJS.  Highway  90  to  junction  UJS.  High¬ 
way  67,  near  Alpine,  Tex.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  From 
Port  Stockton,  Tex.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
67  to  Alpine;  from  Houston,  Tex.,  over 
Alternate  UJS.  Highway  90  to  junction 
Texas  Highway  102  (formerly  Alternate 
U.S.  Highway  90),  at  Eagle  Lake,  Tex., 
thence  over  Texas  Highway  102  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  90,  near  Columbus, 
Tex.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  90,  via 
Columbus  and  Waelder,  Tex.,  to  San  An¬ 
tonio,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  87  to 
Comfort,  Tex.,  thence  over  Texas  High¬ 
way  27  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  290, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  290,  via 
Sonora,  Tex.,  to  Ozona,  Tex.;  and  from 
Fort  Stockton  over  U.S.  Highway  290  to 
Ozona,  and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  59894  (Deviation  No.  3), 
TEXAS-ARIZONA  MOTOR  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1034,  El  Paso  99.  Tex., 
filed  January  14,  1963.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Houston,  Tex.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  290  to  Fredericksburg, 
Tex.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  87  to 
San  Angelo,  Tex.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities  over  pertinent 
service  routes  as  follows:  From  Houston 
over  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  90  to  junc¬ 
tion  Texas  Highway  102  (formerly  Al¬ 
ternate  U.S.  Highway  20) ,  at  Eagle  Lake, 
Tex.,  thence  over  Texas  Highway  102  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  90,  near  Colum¬ 
bus,  Tex.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  90, 
via  Columbus  and  Waelder,  Tex.,  to  San 
Antonio,  Tex.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  87  to  Comfort,  Tex.,  thence  over 
Texas  Highway  27  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  290,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  290, 
via  Sonora,  Tex.,  to  Ozona,  Tex.;  from 
Houston  over  U.S.  Highway  90  to  junc¬ 
tion  Texas  Highway  102,  near  Columbus; 
from  San  Angelo  over  UJS.  Highway  277 
to  Sonora;  and  from  Midland,  Tex.,  over 
Texas  Highway  158  to  Sterling  City,  Tex., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  87,  via  San 
Angelo,  to  Eden,  Tex.,  thence  over  UJS. 
Highway  83  to  Junction,  Tex.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  59894  (Deviation  No.  4), 
TEXAS-ARIZONA  MOTOR  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1034,  El  Paso  99,  Tex., 
filed  January  14,  19S3.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Columbus,  Tex., 
over  Texas  Highway  71  to  Austin,  Tex., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  290  to  Freder¬ 
icksburg,  Tex.,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway 
87  to  San  Angelo,  Tex.,  thence  over  UJS. 
Highway  67  to  junction  Texas  Highway 
349,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  commodi¬ 
ties  over  pertinent  service  routes  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Houston,  Tex.,  over  Alternate 
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U.S.  Highway  90  to  junction  Texas  High¬ 
way  102  (formerly  Alternate  UJS.  High¬ 
way  90) ,  at  Eagle  Lake,  Tex.,  thence  over 
Texas  Highway  102  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  90,  near  Columbus,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  90,  via  Columbus  and 
Waelder,  Tex.,  to  San  Antonio,  Tex., 
thence  over  UJS.  Highway  87  to  Comfort, 
Tex.,  thence  over  Texas  Highway  27  to 
junction  UJS.  Highway  290,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  290,  via  Sonora,  Tex.,  to 
Ozona,  Tex.;  from  Port  Stockton,  Tex., 
over  UJS.  Highway  290  to  Ozona;  and 
from  McCamey,  Tex.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
67  to  junction  Texas  Highway  51,  thence 
over  Texas  Highway  51  to  Sheffield,  Tex., 
and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  59894  (Deviation  No.  5), 
TEXAS-ARIZONA  MOTOR  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1034,  El  Paso  99,  Tex., 
filed  January  14, 1963.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  Prom  El  Paso,  Tex., 
over  Interstate  Highway  10  to  Van  Horn, 
Tex.,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as 
follows:  Prom  El  Paso  over  U.S.  Highway 

80  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  290,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  290  to  Fort  Stockton, 
Tex.,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway  67  to 
McCamey,  Tex.,  thence  over  Texas  High¬ 
way  51  to  Odessa,  Tex.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  80  to  Midland,  Tex.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  61440  (Deviation  No.  7)’,  LEE 
WAY  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  3000 
West  Reno,  Oklahoma  City  8,  Okla.,  filed 
December  17,  1962.  Attorney:  Richard 
H.  Champlin  (same  address  as  carrier) . 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over 
a  deviation  route  as  follows:  Prom  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.,  over  Oklahoma  High¬ 
way  74  to  junction  Oklahoma  Highway 
51,  thence  over  Oklahoma  Highway  51  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  81,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
Prom  Wichita,  Kans.,  over  U.S.  Highway 

81  via  Enid,  Okla.,  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66  at  El  Reno,  Okla.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  66  to  Oklahoma  City,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  61440  (Deviation  No.  8) ,  LEE 
WAY  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  3000 
West  Reno,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  filed 
December  17,  1962.  Attorney:  Richard 
H.  Champlin  (same  address  as  carrier) . 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  Prom 
Caldwell,  Kans.,  over  Kansas  Highway 
49  to  junction  Kansas  Highway  42, 
thence  over  Kansas  Highway  42  to  Wich¬ 
ita,  Kans.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route  as  follows:  From  Wichita  over 


U. S.  Highway  81  via  Enid,  Okla.,  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  66  at  El  Reno,  Okla., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  66  to  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC  64600  (Deviation  No.  1)  WIL¬ 
SON  TRUCKING  CORPORATION.  P.O. 
Box  340,  Waynesboro,  Va.,  filed  January 
16,  1963.  Attorney:  James  W.  Lawson, 
1000  16th  Street  NW.,  Washington  6, 
D.C.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Prom  Richmond, '-Va.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  60  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  45,  thence  over  Virginia  Highway  45 
to  Farmville,  Va.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  460  to  Lynchburg,  Va.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Richmond  over  Virginia  Highway  6  to 
Fork  Union,  Va.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  15  to  Sprouses,  Va.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  60  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  24,  thence  over  Virginia  Highway  24 
to  Appomattox,  Va.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  460  to  Lynchburg,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  66562  (Deviation  No.  11) 
RAILWAY  EXPRESS  AGENCY,  IN¬ 
CORPORATED,  219  East  42d  Street, 
New  York  17,  N.Y.,  filed  September  7, 
1962.  Attorney:  John  H.  Engel  (same 
address  as  carrier) .  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Columbus,  Ohio,  over 
Interstate  Highway  71  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  250,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
250  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  3  at  Wooster,  Ohio,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the'  same  commodities  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  From 
Akron,  Ohio,  over  Ohio  Highway  5  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  94,  thence  over 
Ohio  Highway  94  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
junction  unnumbered  highway  west  of 
East  Union,  Ohio,  thence  over  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  to  Apple  Creek,  Ohio, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  250  to  junc¬ 
tion  unnumbered  highway,  thence  over 
unnumbered  highway  via  Fredericksburg 
and  Holmesville,  Ohio,  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  76,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway 
76  to  Millersburg,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  62  to  Danville,1  Ohio,  thence 
over  unnumbered  highway  to  Howard, 
Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  36  to 
Mount  Vernon,  Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio 
Highway  3  to  Columbus;  and  from  Mount 

V. emon  over  Ohio  Highway  3  to  Wooster, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction 
unnumbered  highway  west  of  East 
Union,  and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  69116  (Deviation  No.  15), 
SPECTOR  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC., 
3100  South  Wolcott  Avenue,  Chicago  8, 
Ill.,  filed  September  14,  1962.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 


with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  the  Indiana-Ohio 
State  line  over  Interstate  Highway  90  to 
Boston,  Mass.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route  as  follows:  From  the  Indiana- 
Ohio  State  line  over  UJ3.  Highway  6  to 
Fremont,  Ohio,  thence  over  UJS.  High¬ 
way  20  to  Auburn,  N.Y.,  thence  over  New 
York  Highway  5  to  Albany,  N.Y.,  thence 
over  UJS.  Highway  20  to  Boston,  Mass., 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  69116  (Deviation  No.  16), 
SPECTOR  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC., 
3100  South  Wolcott  Avenue,  Chicago  8, 
HI.,  filed  September  21,  1962.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Chicago,  HI.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  Indianapolis, 
Ind.,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Chicago  over  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
231  (formerly  Indiana  Highway  8) , 
thence  over  UJS.  Highway  231  via  Crown 
Point,  Ind.,  to  Remington,  Ind.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  24  to  Wolcott,  Ind., 
thence  over  UJ3.  Highway  231  to  Mont- 
morence,  Ind.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  52  to  Indianapolis,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

No.  MC  69116  (Deviation  No.  17), 
SPECTOR  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC., 
3100  South  Wolcott  Avenue,  Chicago  8, 
HI.,  filed  November  19,  1962.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  the  junction  of 
New  York  Highway  5  and  Interstate 
Highway  81,  over  Interstate  Highway  81 
to  Scranton,  Pa.,  thence  over  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Turnpike  Extension  to  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  From  Chicago,  HI.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  6  to 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20  to  Silver  Creek,  N.Y.,  thence  over 
New  York  Highway  5  to  Buffalo,  N.Y., 
thence  over  New  York  Highway  33  to 
Rochester,  N.Y.,  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  31  to  Weedsport,  N.Y.,  thence 
over  New  York  Highway  3 IB  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  5,  thence  over  New 
York  Highway  5  to  Albany,  N.Y.,  thence 
over  UJS.  Highway  9  to  New  York,  N.Y. 
(also  from  Albany  over  U.S.  Highway  9W 
and  bridge  or  ferry  to  New  York,  N.Y.) , 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Philadel¬ 
phia,  and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  71460  (Deviation  No.  6), 
SOUTHERN  FORWARDING  CO.,  728 
Alston  Avenue,  Memphis,  Term.,  filed 
August  27,  1962.  Attorney:  James  N. 
Clay  III,  2111  Sterick  Building,  Memphis 
3,  Tenn.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  of 
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general  commodities,  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  follows: 
From  Memphis,  Tenn.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  Nashville,  Tenn.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Memphis,  Tenn.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  70  to  Dickson,  Tenn.,  thence  over 
Tennessee  Highway  46  to  junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  47,  thence  over  Tennes¬ 
see  Highway  47  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
70,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  70  to  Nash¬ 
ville,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  71460  (Deviation  No.  7) 
SOUTHERN  FORWARDING  CO.,  728 
Alston  Avenue,  Memphis  3,  Tenn.,  filed 
August  27,  1962.  Attorney:  James  N. 
Clay  HI,  2111  Sterick  Building,  Mem¬ 
phis  3,  Tenn.  Carrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  Nashville,  Tenn.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  Louisville,  Ky., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only.  The  notice  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Nashville  over  U.S. 
Highway  31W  to  Louisville,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  76429  (Deviation  No.  1), 
STEWART  TRUCK  LINE,  Dry  Ridge, 
Ky.,  filed  October  11,  1962.  Attorney: 
Fred  F.  Bradley,  Seventh  Floor,  McClure 
Building,  Frankfort,  Ky.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Covington,  Ky., 
over  Interstate  Highway  75  to  Williams- 
town,  Ky.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route  as  follows:  From  Sherman  over 
U.S.  Highway  25  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  80430  (Deviation  No.  2), 
GATEWAY  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
INC.,  La  Crosse,  Wis.,  filed  January  13, 
1963.  Attorney:  Charles  L.  Redel  (same 
address  as  carrier) .  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Janesville,  Wis.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  90  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  94  at  Madison,  Wis.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  commodi¬ 
ties  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Madison  over  U.S.  Highway 
51  via  Beloit,  Wis.,  to  Rockford,  Ill.;  and 
from  Madison  over  Wisconsin  Highway 
13  to  Beloit,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  82118  (Deviation  No.  1), 
SOUTHERN  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
INC.,  225  Seventh  Street,  Columbus,  Ind., 
filed  November  14,  1962.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 


with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Taylorsville,  Ind., 
over  Interstate  Highway  65  to  Louisville, 
Ky.,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  31  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31 W  at  Sellersburg,  Ind.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  31 W  to  Louisville,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  84770  (Deviation  No.  1),  THE 
ROYAL  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY,  P.O.  Box  268,  Pittsburgh  30,  Pa., 
filed  November  9,  1962.  Attorney  Rich¬ 
ard  J.  Smith,  1515  Park  Building,  Pitts¬ 
burgh  22,  Pa.  Carrier  proposes  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  of  general  commodities  with  certain 
exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Baltimore  over  Interstate 
Highway  70N  (also  designated  as  UB. 
Highway  40)  to  Frederick,  Md.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Baltimore  over  Maryland  Highway  26  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  15  to  Frederick,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  89723  (Deviation  No.  1),  MIS¬ 
SOURI  PACIFIC  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
210  North  13th  Street,  Room  1151,  St. 
Louis  3,  Mo.,  filed  January  7,  1963.  At¬ 
torney:  Robert  S.  Davis,  1218  Olive 
Street,  St.  Louis  3,  Mo.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Olathe,  Kans., 
over  Interstate  Highway  35  to  Ottawa, 
Kans.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  From  Olathe  over  UB. 
Highway  169  to  Osawatomie,  Kans., 
thence  over  Unnumbered  county  high¬ 
ways  to  junction  Kansas  Highway  68 
near  Ottawa,  thence  over  Kansas  High¬ 
way  68  to  Ottawa,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC  89723  (Deviation  No.  2) ,  MIS¬ 
SOURI  PACIFIC  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
1218  Olive  Street,  St.  Louis  3,  Mo.,  filed 
December  23,  1962.  Attorney:  Robert  S. 
Davis  (same  address  as  carrier).  Car¬ 
rier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  29,  to  St.  Joseph, 
Mo.,  and  return  over  the  same  route  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  pertinent  service  routes  as 
follows:  From  Kansas  City  over  UB. 
Highway  40  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
73,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  73  to  junc¬ 
tion  Kansas  Highway  92,  thence  over 
Kansas  Highway  92  to  junction  Missouri 
Highway  )2,  at  Missouri-Kansas  State 
line  thence  over  Missouri  Highway  92  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  over 


UB.  Highway  71  to  St.  Joseph;  and  from 
Kansas  City  over  Missouri  Highway  45 
to  junction  Missouri  Highway  92,  thence 
over  Missouri  Highway  92  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  71,  thence  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  71  to  St.  Joseph,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes. 

No.  MC  95265  (Deviation  No.  2) 
ROBERTSON  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
INC.,  1000  Robertson  Road,  Madison  14, 
Wis.,  filed  November  5,  1962.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Illinois- Wiscon¬ 
sin  State  line  over  Interstate  Highway  90 
to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway  30  at 
Madison,  Wis.,  and  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highways  90  and  94  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  51  north  of  Madison, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for  oper¬ 
ating  convenience  only.  The  notice  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  pertinent  service  routes  as 
follows:  From  Chicago  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  14  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway 
89,  thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway  89  to 
Fort  Atkinson,  Wis.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  12  to  Tomah,  Wis.,  and  thence 
over  UB.  Highway  16  to  La  Crosse,  Wis., 
and  from  Chicago  over  U.S.  Highway  20 
to  Rockford,  Ill.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51  via  Beloit  to  Janesville,  Wis., 
thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway  26  to 
Milton,  Wis.,  thence  over  Wisconsin 
Highway  59  to  Edgerton,  Wis.,  and 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  51  to  Madison 
(also  from  Beloit  over  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  13  to  Madison) ;  and  return  over  the 
same  routes. 

No.  MC  103435  (Sub-No.  2)  (Devia¬ 
tion  No.  1)  UNITED-BUCKINGHAM 
FREIGHT  LINES,  East  9155  Springfield 
Avenue,  Spokane,  Wash.,  filed  October 
18,  1962.  Attorney:  Marion  F.  Jones, 
Suite  526,  Denham  Building,  Denver  2, 
Colo.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  follows: 
Between  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  New  Buffalo, 
Mich.,  over  Interstate  Highway  94,  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as 
follows:  Between  Detroit  and  New  Buf¬ 
falo  over  UB.  Highway  12,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  103435  (Sub-No.  2)  (Devia¬ 
tion  No.  2)  UNITED-BUCKINGHAM 
FREIGHT  LINES,  P.O.  Box  1631,  Rapid 
City,  S.  Dak.,  filed  October  18,  1962. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over 
deviation  routes  as  follows:  (A)  From 
Sundance,  Wyo.,  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  90  to  Moorcroft,  Wyo.,  and  (B)  from 
Gillette,  Wyo.,  over  Interstate  Highway 
90  to  junction  UB.  Highway  16,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  16  to  Buffalo,  Wyo., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  87  to  Sheridan, 
Wyo.,  and  return  over  the  same  routes, 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  pertinent  service7 
routes  as  follows:  From  Newcastle,  Wyo., 
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over  U.S.  Highway  16  to  Ucross,  Wyo., 
thence  over  US.  Highway  14  to  Sher¬ 
idan;  from  Moorcroft  over  U.S.  Highway 
14  to  Spearfish,  S.  Dak.,  from  Broadus, 
Mont.,  over  U.S.  Highway  212  to  junction 
unnumbered  highway,  thence  over  un¬ 
numbered  highway  via  Biddle,  Mont.,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  16,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  16  to  Gillette;  from 
Broadus  over  unnumbered  highway  via 
Moorhead,  Mont.,  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  14,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  14  to 
Sheridan;  from  Sheridan  over  U.S. 
Highway  87  to  Acme,  Wyo.,  thence  over 
unnumbered  highway  to  the  Wyoming- 
Montana  State  line  and  thence  over  un¬ 
numbered  highway  via  Decker,  Mont., 
to  Bimey,  Mont.;  from  Upton,  Wyo., 
over  Wyoming  Highway  116  to  Sun¬ 
dance;  and  from  junction  U.S.  Highway 
85  and  Wyoming  Highway  585  over 
Wyoming  Highway  585  to  Sundance,  and 
return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  111383  (Sub-No.  5)  (Deviation 
No.  3) ,  BRASWELL  MOTOR  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  301  Raynolds,  El  Paso,  Tex., 
filed  January  11,  1963.  Attorney:  M. 
Ward  Bailey,  Continental  Life  Building, 
Fort  Worth  2,  Tex.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  El  Paso,  Tex.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  10  to  McNary,  Tex., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route  ns 
follows:  From  El  Paso  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  80  to  McNary,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  1501  (Deviation  No.  112) ,  THE 
GREYHOUND  CORPORATION  (South¬ 
ern  Greyhound  lines  Division),  5260 
Peachtree  Industrial  Boulevard,  Chamb- 
lee,  Ga.,  filed  December  10,  1962.  Car¬ 
rier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers 
and  their  "baggage,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  junction  U.S.  Highway 
51  and  Interstate  Highway  55  at  Brooks 
Road  in  Memphis,  Tenn.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  55  to  junction  Mississippi 
Highway  6,  thence  over  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  6  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  51  at 
Batesville,  Miss.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
passengers  over  pertinent  service  routes 
as  follows:  From  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  67  to  Mehlville,  Mo., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  61  to  junction 
Old  U.S.  Highway  61,  approximately  one 
(1)  mile  northeast  of  Turrell,  Ark., 
thence  over  Old  U.S.  Highway  61  to  Tur¬ 
rell,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  61  via 
Clarksdale,  Miss.,  to  Vicksburg,  Miss.; 
and  from  Clarksdale  over  U.S.  Highway 
49  to  Tutwiler,  Miss.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  49E  to  junction  Old  U.S.  High¬ 
way  49E,  approximately  1.3  miles  north 
of  Yazoo  City,  Miss.,  thence  over  old  U.S. 
Highway  49E  to  Yazoo  City,  thence  over 
Old  U.S.  Highway  49E  to  Jackson,  Miss., 
and  return  over  the  same  routes. 


No.  MC  1501  (Deviation  No.  113) ,  THE 
GREYHOUND  CORPORATION  (South¬ 
ern  Division) ,  5260  Peachtree  Industrial 
Boulevard,  Chamblee,  Ga.,  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  23, 1962.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  From  junction 
Interstate  Highway  85  and  US.  High¬ 
way  1,  seven- tenths  of  a  mile  south  of  the 
North  Carolina-Virginia  State  line,  over 
Interstate  Highway  85  to  Henderson, 
N.C.,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  passengers  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Richmond,  Va.,  over  US.  Highway  1  via 
Petersburg  and  South  Hill,  Va.,  and  Hen¬ 
derson,  N.C.,  to  Raleigh,  N.C.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  1501  (Deviation  No.  114) ,  THE 
GREYHOUND  CORPORATION  (South¬ 
ern  Division) ,  5260  Peachtree  Industrial 
Boulevard,  Chamblee,  Ga.,  filed  January 
4,  1963.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate -as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  From  Law- 
renceville,  Ga.,  over  access  road  Georgia 
Highway  316  to  ■  junction  Interstate 
Highway  85,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  85  to  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  passengers  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  junction 
South  Carolina  Highway  101  and  U5. 
Highway  29,  over  U.S.  Highway  29  to 
junction  South  Carolina  Highway  81  at 
Greenville,  S.C.,  thence  over  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  81  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  29  at  Anderson,  S.C.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  29  via  Athens  and  Law- 
renceville,  Ga.,  to  Atlanta,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  30608  (Deviation  No.  1), 
SOUTHERN  KANSAS  GREYHOUND 
LINES,  INC.,  319  South  Cincinnati  Ave¬ 
nue,  Tulsa  3,  Okla.,  filed  August  6,  1962. 
Attorney:  C.  Zimmerman,  503  Schweiter 
Building,  Wichita  2,  Kans.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  35  to  junction  with 
Kansas  Highway  68,  approximately  one- 
half  mile  east  of  Ottawa,  Kans.,  and 
thence  over  Kansas  Highway  68  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  59  at  or  near  Ottawa, 
Kans.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  pas¬ 
sengers  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as 
follows:  From  Kansas  City  over  US. 
Highway  40  to  Lawrence,  Kans.,  thence 
over  US.  Highway  59  to  Ottawa,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  45626  (Deviation  No.  9), 
VERMONT  TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  135  St. 
Paul  Street,  Burlington,  Vt.,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  17,  1962.  Attorney:  J.  G.  Dail, 
Jr.,  2001  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage. 


over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
junction  US.  Highway  7  and  Vermont 
Highway  22A  at  Vergennes,  Vt.,  over 
Vermont  Highway  22A  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  4,  thence  over  US.  Highway  4 
to  junction  New  York  Highway  149, 
thence  over  New  York  Highway  149  to 
junction  US.  Highway  9,  thence  over 
US.  Highway  9  and  access  roads  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  87  just 
north  of  Glens  Falls,  N.Y.,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  87  and  access  roads 
to  Albany,  N.Y.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  .car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
passengers  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Vergennes  over  US. 
Highway  7  to  junction  Vermont  High¬ 
way  9  at  Bennington,  Vt.,  thence  over 
Vermont  Highway  9  to  Vermont-New 
York  State  line,  thence  over  New  York 
Highways  7  and  32  to  Albany,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  45626  (Deviation  No.  10). 
VERMONT  TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  135  St. 
Paul  Street,  Burlington,  Vt.,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  17,  1962.  Attorney:  J.  G.  Dail, 
Jr.,  2001  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Rutland,  Vt.,  over  US.  Highway  4  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  149,  thence 
over  New  York  Highway  149  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  9,  thence  over  US.  High¬ 
way  9  and  access  roads  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  87,  north  of  Glens 
Falls,  N.Y.,  thence  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  87  and  access  roads  to  Albany,  N.Y., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  passengers  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Rutland  over  US.  Highway  7  to 
junction  Vermont  Highway  9  at  Ben¬ 
nington,  Vt.,  thence  over  Vermont  High¬ 
way  9  to  Vermont-New  York  State  line, 
thence  over  New  York  Highways  7  and 
32  to  Albany,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  45626  (Deviation  No.  11), 
VERMONT  TRANSIT  CO.  INC.,  135  St. 
Paul  Street,  Burlington,  Vt.,  filed  No¬ 
vember  19,  1962.  Attorney  J.  G.  Diel, 
Jr.,  2001  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
over  a  deviation  route  a s  follows:  From 
Middlebury,  Vt.,  over  Vermont  Highway 
125  to  junction  Vermont  Highway  22A, 
thence  over  Vermont  Highway  22A  to 
junction  US.  Highway  4,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  4  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  149,  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  149  to  junction  US.  Highway 
9,  thence  over  US.  Highway  9  and  access 
roads  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  87, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  87,  and 
access  roads  to  Albany,  N.Y.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  passengers  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Middle¬ 
bury  over  US.  Highway  7  to  junction 
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Vermont  Highway  9  at  Bennington,  Vt., 
thence  over  Vermont  Highway  9  to  the 
Vermont-New  York  State  line,  thence 
over  New  York  Highways  7  and  32  to 
Albany,  N.Y.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  59238  (Deviation  No.  2),  VIR¬ 
GINIA  STAGE  LINES,  INC.,  401  E. 
Water  Street,  Charlottesville,  Va.,  filed 
December  4,  1962.  Attorney:  Raymond 
H.  Warns,  Box  1110,  Charlottesville,  Va. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Richmond,  Va.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  95  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  54,  thence  over  Virginia 
Highway  54  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  1, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  1  and  Alter¬ 
nate  1  By-Pass  to  Fredericksburg,  Va., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  passengers  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Richmond  over  Virginia  Highway 
2  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  17,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  17  to  Fredericksburg, 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  63-1003;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:45  aon.) 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

January  28, 1963. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  38133:  Sand  from  Brady, 
Tex.  Filed  by  Southwestern  Freight 
Bureau,  Agent  (No.  B-8333),  for  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  sand,  as 
described  in  the  application,  in  carloads, 
from  Brady,  Tex.,  to  Paintsville,  Ky., 
Gilmer,  W.  Va.,  and  Heath,  Ohio. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 


Tariff:  Supplement  195  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau  tariff  I.C.C.  4319. 

FSA  No.  38134:  Fresh  meats  and 
packinghouse  products  from  Clovis, 
N.  Mex.  Filed  by  Southwestern  Freight 
Bureau,  Agent  (No.  B-8335),  for  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  fresh 
meats  and  packinghouse  products,  in 
carloads,  from  Clovis,  N.  Mex.,  to  speci¬ 
fied  points  in  Louisiana,  also  Natchez 
and  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  and  Memphis, 
Tenn. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  13  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau  tariff  I.C.C.  4491. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-1048;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Notice  747] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

January  28, 1963. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179),  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s 
special  rules  of  practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  65361.  By  order  of  Janu¬ 
ary  23,  1963,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  V  &  A  Warehouse 
Corporation,  Paterson,  N.J.,  of  Certifi¬ 
cates  Nos.  MC  16872  and  MC  16872  Sub  7, 
issued  March  25,  1958  and  November  10, 
1960,  respectively,  to  De  Gennaro  Trans¬ 
portation,  Inc.,  Hoboken,  N.J.,  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  transportation  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  excluding  household  goods  and 


commodities  in  bulk,  over  irregular 
routes,  between  Rutherford,  N.J.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Carlstadt, 
Carlton  Hill,  East  Rutherford,  Walling- 
ton,  and  Woodridge,  N.J.,  between  New¬ 
ark,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Belleville  and  Nutley,  N.J.,  be¬ 
tween  Carlstadt,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  East  Rutherford, 
Hackensack,  and  Woodridge,  N.J.,  be¬ 
tween  Passaic,  N.J.,  and  Hasbrouck 
Heights,  N.J.,  between  points  in  Bergen, 
Essex,  and  Passaic  Counties,  N.J.,  and 
between  points  within  the  New  York, 
N.Y.  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission. 

George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue, 
Jersey  City  6,  N.J.,  representative  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  65586.  By  order  of  Janu¬ 
ary  24,  1963,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  John  B.  Barbour, 
Jr.,  doing  business  as  John  B.  Barbour 
Trucking  Company,  Wichita  Falls,  Tex., 
of  Certificates  Nos.  MC  105984  and  MC 
105984  Sub  5,  issued  October  21,  1949 
and  February  3,  1953,  respectively,  to 
John  B.  Barbour,  Verna  L.  Barbour,  John 
B.  Barbour,  Jr.,  and  Cora  Frances  Bar¬ 
bour  Kitchell,  a  partnership,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  John  B.  Barbour  Trucking  Co., 
Iowa  Park,  Tex.,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation,  over  irregular  routes,  of :  ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies,  as  described  in  the  “Mercer  De¬ 
scription”  and  Pipe,  materials,  and  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  including  the 
stringing  and  picking  up  of  pipe  lines, 
such  above  commodities  as  are  used  in 
connection  with  the  production  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  and  petroleum,  and  products 
and  byproducts,  (a)  between  points  in 
specified  portions  of  Texas,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado  and  Utah,  and  (b)  between  points 
in  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
and  New  Mexico,  and  (c)  between  points 
in  Texas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Montana  and  Wyoming. 

Otis  E.  Nelson,  818  Hamilton  Build¬ 
ing,  Wichita  Falls,  Tex.,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-1049;  FUed,  Jan.  30,  1963; 

8:48  a.m.] 
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